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CHAPTER 5

CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION

INTRODUCTION

The Lower Gila South Resource Management
Plan/Environmental Impact Statement (RMP/EIS) was
prepared by an interdisciplinary team of resource
specialists from the Lower Gila Resource Area, Phoenix
District, and Arizona State Office. Writing of the
RMP/EIS began in September 1983, following a complex
process that began in 1978. This process included
wilderness and rangeland inventories, public participation,
interagency coordination, and preparation of the manage-
ment situation analysis (on file in the Phoenix District Of-
fice). Consultation and coordination with agencies,
organizations, and individuals occurred in a variety of
ways throughout the planning process.

SCOPING AND PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

The Phoenix District Office and the Lower Gila
Resource Area Office invited public participation
throughout the development of this RMP/EIS. The fol-
lowing list summarizes the actions taken.

1978-1979 Initial wilderness inventory and public
comment period.
1979-1980 Intensive wilderness inventory and

November 1980

November 1980

December 1980
December 1980
January 1981

January 1981

~ public comment period.

Mailout and news release to inform
the public and invite public participa-
tion in the planning process.

Notice of Intent to Prepare the Lower
Gila South Resource Management
Plan published in the Federal
Register.

Issue identification mailout to in-
terested parties.

Special issue identification mailout to
five Indian tribes in area.

District Multiple-Use Advisory Coun-
cil briefing. :

Public scoping meetings conducted in
Ajo, Gila Bend, Quartzsite, Buckeye,
and Phoenix.

-79.

March 1981

March and April
1981

April 1981

April 1983

May 24 to 26,
1983

June 10, 1983

June 15, 1983
February 1, 1985

March 11 to 14,
1985

March 12 to 13,
1985

May 2, 1985

Public meeting summaries mailed to
meeting attendees.

Local, state, and federal government
officials contacted individually for
their contribution to issue identifica-
tion.

District Multiple-Use Advisory
Council briefing on status of issue
development.

Scoping material mailed to concerned
individuals and agencies.

Public meetings held in Gila Bend,
Phoenix, and Tucson.

Notice of Intent to Prepare an EIS for
the Lower Gila South Planning Area
published in the Federal Register.

Letters sent to Indian tribal leaders.
Draft made available to public

Public meetings in Quartzsite and
Ajo, Arizona

Public hearings in Phoenix and Gila
Bend, Arizona

Public comments ended.

In addition, BLM specialists met many times in the field
and at other locations with interested parties. BLM repre-
sentatives consulted with the Soil Conservation Service,
Arizona State Land Department, and Arizona Game and
Fish Department to check resource data, coordinate meth-
odologies, and exchange information.

LIST OF AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS, AND
PERSONS TO WHOM COPIES OF THIS
STATEMENT HAVE BEEN SENT

BLM will request comments on the draft EIS from all
affected grazing permittees, interested individuals, federal
and state agencies, and interest groups. Due to the size of
the mailing list (800), the following is a partial list of those
receiving the document.
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Federal Agencies

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Environmental Protection Agency
Department of Agriculture
Forest Service
Soil Conservation Service
Department of Defense
Army Corps of Engineers
U.S. Air Force
Department of Energy
Department of the Interior
Bureau of Mines
Bureau of Indian Affairs
Bureau of Reclamation
Fish and Wildlife Service
Geological Survey
National Park Service
Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration

Arizona State Agencies

Arizona Commission of Agriculture and Horticulture

Arizona Department of Health Services

Arizona Department of Library, Archives, and Public
Records

Arizona Department of Transportation

Arizona Game and Fish Department

Arizona Natural Heritage Program

Arizona Office of Economic Planning and Development

Arizona Oil and Gas Commission

Arizona Outdoor Recreation Coordinating Commission

Arizona State Clearinghouse

Arizona State Historic Preservation Officer

Arizona State Land Commissioner

Arizona State Parks Board

Arizona Water Resources Department

Bureau of Geology and Mineral Technology

Governor of Arizona

Governor’s Commission on Arizona Environment

Mineral Resource Department

Local Agencies

Central Arizona Association of Governments
City of Buckeye

City of Gila Bend

City of Phoenix

City of Tucson

District IV Council of Governments

District V Council of Governments

La Paz County Board of Supervisors

La Paz County Planning and Zoning Department
Maricopa Council of Governments

Maricopa County Board of Supervisors

Maricopa County Planning and Zoning Commission
Pima Association of Governments

Pima County Board of Supervisors

Pima County Planning and Zoning Department
Pinal County Board of Supervisors

Pinal County Planning and Zoning Department
Yuma County Board of Supervisors

Yuma County Planning and Zoning Department

Indian Tribes and Councils

Fort Mojave Tribal Council
Chemehuevi Tribal Council

Quechan Tribal Council

Cocopah Tribal Council

Colorado River Indian Tribes
Havasupai Tribal Council

Hualapai Tribal Council

Tonto Apache Indian Tribal Council
Yavapai-Apache Community Council
Yavapai-Prescott Board of Directors
White Mountain Apache Tribal Council
Hopi Tribal Council

Kaibab Band of Paiute Indians

Papago Council

Fort McDowell Mohave-Apache Community Council
Pascua Yaqui Tribal Council

Ak-Chin Indian Community

Gila River Indian Community

Salt River Pima-Maricopa Community Council
San Carlos Apache Tribal Council
Navajo Tribal Council

Other Organizations

Arizona Cattle Growers Association

Arizona Desert Bighorn Sheep Society

Arizona Mining Association

Arizona Mining and Prospecting Association

Arizona Prospectors and Small Mine Operators
Association

Arizona Wildlife Federation

Arizona Wool Growers Association

Arizona 4-Wheel Drive Association

Audubon Society

Defenders of Wildlife

Desert Tortoise Council

League of Women Voters

Legal Organizations

Mining Companies

Phoenix District Advisory Council

National Audubon Society

National Council of Public Land Users

Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc.

News Media



Oil and Gas Companies

ORV Clubs

Phoenix-Lower Gila Resource Areas Grazing Advisory
Board

Public Lands Council

Rockhound Clubs

Sierra Club (Local and National)

The Wilderness Society

Utility Companies

Wild Burro Protection Association

Wildlife Society

Elected Representatives

Federal

Senator Dennis DeConcini
Senator Barry Goldwater
Representative John McCain
Representative Jim McNulty
Representative Eldon Rudd
Representative Bob Stump
Representative Morris K. Udall

State

Senator Jones Osborn

Senator Polly Getzwiller

Senator Peter Rios

Senator S.H. ‘““Hal’’ Runyon
Representative Bob Denny
Representative Henry Evans
Representative Jim Hartdegen
Representative Roy Hudson
Representative Frank McElhaney
Representative Robert McLendon
Representative Richard Pacheco
Representative James Ratliff

LIST OF PREPARERS

William (Bill) Carter, Team Leader*
BS in Agronomy, Kansas State University. Bill wrote
Chapter 5 of this RMP/EIS and served as Technical
Coordinator. He has worked 19 years for BLM.

Hector Abrego, Assistant Team Leader, Range

Conservationist*
B.S. Range Science, Texas A&M University. Hector was
responsible for the overall coordination of the
RMP/EIS. He wrote Chapters 1 and 2 and the Range,
Protected Plant, and Burro sections of the RMP/EIS.
He also wrote the Range sections of the Wilderness Sup-
plement. He has worked for BLM for seven years.
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LIST OF PREPARERS

Tim Sanders, Asst. Team Leader for Wilderness
Supplement, Regional Economist*
BS Wildlife Biology, MS Agricultural Economics, New
Mexico State University. Tim was responsible for the
overall coordination of the Wilderness Supplement. He
also wrote the Economic Conditions sections of the
RMP/EIS and has worked five years for BLM.

Jane Closson, ASO Writer-Editor*
BS Business Education, MA Psychology, California
State University at Long Beach. Jane provided the
editorial review and coordinated the typesetting and
printing for this RMP/EIS and the Wilderness Supple-
ment. She has worked six years for BLM.

Karen Daniels, Editorial Assistant
Attended Idaho State University. Karen edited portions
of this RMP/EIS and the Wilderness Supplement and
provided word processing and technical assistance on
both documents. She has worked five years for BLM.

Doris Coldwell, Division Secretary
Attended Mesa Community College. Doris provided the
word processing input for the Wilderness Supplement
and was responsible for the computerized mailing list
and labels. She has worked 4-1/2 years for BLM.

Mary Butterwick, Botanist*
BA in Botany, University of Texas; MA Botany,
University of Texas. Mary wrote the Protected Plant
sections of the Wilderness Supplement. She has worked
for BLM for 5-1/2 years.

Tom Craft, Soil Scientist*
BS in Soils and Agronomy, Oklahoma State University;
Post Graduate Work, Iowa State University. Tom has
worked for BLM for eight years and wrote the Soils sec-
tions for the RMP/EIS and the Wilderness Supplement.
Gary Foreman, Realty Specialist.*
BS in Education, Northern Arizona University; Post
Graduate Work in Range and Soils,University of
Arizona. Gary wrote the Lands sections for the
RMP/EIS and the Wilderness Supplement. He has
worked for BLM for 7-1/2 years.

Mark Fredlake, Wildlife Biologist*
BS in Wildlife Management, Arizona State University.
Mark has worked for BLM for seven years and wrote
the Wildlife sections for the RMP/EIS and the
Wilderness Supplement.

Richard Hanson, Wilderness Specialist*
BS in Parks and Recreation, Michigan State University.
Rich was responsible for all Wilderness sections in the
RMP/EIS. He also wrote Chapters 1 and 2 and the
Wilderness sections of the Wilderness Supplement. He
has worked six years for BLM.

Wanda Johnson, Word Processor Operator*
AA in Business Administration, Big Bend Community
College, WA. Wanda provided word processing and
technical assistance on both documents. She has worked
one year for BLM.
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Dan McGlothlin, Hydrologist
BS Watershed Hydrology, University of Arizona. Dan
has worked for BLM for four years and wrote the Water
Resources sections of the RMP/EIS.

Fran Miller, Archaeologist*
BA in Anthropology, Wright State University; MA in
Anthropology, Arizona State University. Fran wrote the
Cultural Resources sections for the RMP/EIS and the
Wilderness Supplement. She has worked for BLM for
1-1/2 years.

Hank Molz, Surface Protection Specialist*
BS Forestry, Northern Arizona University. Hank wrote
all Recreation and Visual Resource sections of the
RMP/EIS and the Wilderness Supplement and coordi-
nated the writing for the Wilderness Supplement. He has
worked 14 years for BLM.

Richard Parks, Geologist*
BS in Geology, Whittier College, UCLA, EIT Harvard
University, Stanford. Richard wrote the Mineral and
Energy Resources sections of the RMP/EIS and the
Wilderness Supplement. He has worked for BLM for
four years.

Jeanette Pranzo, ASO Social Analyst
BA Economics, Hunter College; MA Economics,
University of Pittsburgh. Jeanette wrote the Social
Elements sections of the RMP/EIS and the Economics
and Social Elements sections of the Wilderness Supple-
ment. She has worked for BLM for eight years.

Mark E. Van Der Puy, Hydrologist*
BS, Calvin College; BSF, University of Michigan; MS,
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Watershed Management, University of Arizona. Re-
sponded to comments on draft RMP/EIS. He has
worked six years for BLM.

* Responded to comments on draft and helped prepare
final RMP/EIS.

ASO and PDO ASSISTANCE

The following people from the Arizona State Office pro-
vided technical assistance and review for this RMP/EIS
and Wilderness Supplement.

Stan Wagner, Environmental Coordinator
Keith Pearson, Planning Coordinator

Bob Abbey, Wilderness Specialist

Bob Archibald, Realty Specialist

Ray Brady, DSD Mineral Resources

John Castellano, Wildlife Biologist

George Ramey, Range Conservationist

Darlene Wishart, Office Automation Specialist

The following people from the Phoenix District pro-
vided technical assistance and review for this RMP/EIS
and Wilderness Wilderness Supplement Supplement.

Marlyn Jones, District Manager

Bill Childress, Area Manager

Mary Barger, Archaeologist

Ted Cordery, Wildlife Biologist
Frank Daniels, Realty Specialist

Lee Higgins, Range Conservationist
Bob Mitchell, Range Conservationist



Review Process

The draft RMP/EIS was filed with the
Environmental Protection Agency and their
notice of receipt was published in the
Federal Register on February 1, 1985,
90 day comment period began February 1,
1985 and extended through May 2, 1985.
Bureau of Land Management's notice of
availability and announcement of public
hearings and meetings were published in the
Federal Register on February 4, 1985.

The

The

More than 1,200 copies of the draft
RMP/EIS were distributed to federal, state
and local government agencies,
organizations and individuals for review
and comment. News releases from Washington
and Phoenix provided information about
obtaining copies of the draft RMP/EIS.

The Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
held public hearings to receive oral
testimony from the interested public on the
draft RMP/EIS in Phoenix and Gila Bend,
Arizona on March 12 and 13, 1985,
respectively. Nine people spoke at Phoenix
and five spoke at Gila Bend. Public
meetings were held in Quartzsite and Ajo,
Arizona on March 11 and 14, 1985,
respectively. Approximately 300
individuals attended both the 3:00 p.m. and
the 7:00 p.m. meetings at Quartzsite. The
3:00 p.m. meeting was a question and answer
session and at the 7:00 p.m. meeting about
50 individuals spoke, but only 25
registered. The theme of most of the
speakers at the Quartzsite meeting was that
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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

they didn't want wilderness or any more
restrictions placed on the public of state
lands in the Quartzsite area. The Ajo
meetings were also held at 3:00 p.m. and
7:00 p.m. There were no speakers at either
meeting. The individuals who spoke with
the Bureau representatives at the Ajo
meetings voiced no problems with the draft
RMP/EIS.

The Gila Bend hearing was recorded by
an official court reporter. A GSA contract
court reporter was hired for the Phoenix
hearing, but did not show to record the
hearing. The hearing was recorded on a
small recorder and transcribed by a
district secretary. The recorded tape and
written copies of the speakers' testimony
were used to prepare the transcript
published in this document.

The RMP/EIS team and management
reviewed all- comments and responded to
those questioning the analysis or raising
issues related to the environmental impacts
of the Proposed Action and altermatives.
All comments, however, will be considered
by BLM managers in making the decisions for
future management of the Lower Gila South
Planning Area.

Three hundred and one written comments
were received on the draft RMP/EIS during
the public comment period. A number of
comments were received too late to be
published in the final RMP/EIS but will be
considered in the decisions for future
management of the Lower Gila South Planning
Area,.
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LOWER GILA SOUTH PUBLIC HEARING

OPENING STATEMENT

MR. McHENRY: Ladies and gentlemen, this public hearing will now come to
order. My name is Lawrence McHenry, I am an attorney in the Solicitor's

Office, Department of the Interior.

I have been appointed by the State Director, Bureau of Land Management, to
conduct this public hearing, under the authority of the Secretary of the

Interior regarding the Resource Management Plan for the Lower Gila South

Area for the Bureau's Phoenix District.

Most of you undoubtedly signed the attendance sheet as you came into the
hearing room. If you have not done so, I would ask that you sigan in now.
If you plan to make & statement, be sure to check the appropriate space on

the attendance card so we can add your name to the list of speakers.

Representatives from the Lower Gila South Resource Area here tonight are:

B1ill Childress —-Area Manager

Richard Hansen ~Wilderness Coordinator
Bill Carter —Team Leader

Tim Sanders —-Assiastant Team Leader

This public hearing is being held to obtain testimony and information

relating to the
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that are being studied by the Bureau of Land Management in the Lower Gila
South Resource Area Management Plan. A draft environmental impact statement
EIS has been published and is available here tonight for those of you who

have not already received a copy.

The Lower Gila South RMP/EIS is based on information from public workshops,
rangeland and wilderness inventory records, and other sources, including
federal, state, and local agencies, private organizations, and interested
individuals. The purpose of the RMP/EIS is to disclose in advance the
probable environmental impacts of the Proposed Action and its Alternatives,
and to insure that these factors are considered along with economic and

other considerations in the decision making process.

In arranging for this public hearing, notices were sent to United States
Senators Goldwater and DeConcini, U.S. Representatives Stump and Udall as

well as Governor Babbit and other elected officials.

Notices have also been mailed to federal, state, and local government

agencies and to organizations and individuals known to be interested in this

planning effort.

A few words regarding procedure. This hearing is not a debate, a trial, or
a question and answer situation. It is8 an ADVISORY hearing, and all
interested persons may present statements—either written or oral or both-or

other information pertinent to the Resource Management Plan.
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There will be no cross—examination from the audience, but if anyone fails to

understand a statement of any speaker, you may direct a clarifying question

to me, I will make a determination whether it is pertinent.

I will call on Bill Childress, Area Resource Manager, to explain the
proposed plan and findings in the draft environmental impact statement.

Then I will call on the speakers in the order they registered to speak.

Bill Childress, Lower Gila South Resource Manager will now explain the BLM's

proposed plan.

BILL CHILDRESS: PFirst I would like to summarize the Quartzsite, Arizona
Meeting held March 11, 1985, regarding our Draft Lower Gila South Resource
Management Plan (RMP) and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The meeting

was broken into two (2) sessions.

The first session started at 3:00 PM which constituted a brief opening
statement, we invited the group to look at and discuss with the BLM
personnel our draft document. Approximately 300 people attended this

session which lasted approximately till 5:30 PM.

The second session started at 7:00 PM in which we allowed individuals to
make comments/statements regarding our draft document in an open forum. We
encouraged those who wished to speak to sign the Visitor Roster. Of the 50
people who spoke only 24 signed the Visitor Roster (Exhibit A).

Approximately 300 people attended this session of which 150 were new
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attendees. This session lasted approximately till 9:00 PM. 1In both
sessions, only one issue was of concern to the group. That issue regarded
Wilderness designations. The 50 people who spoke were against designation
of any future wilderness study areas and particularly the New Water Mountain
WSA discussed in our draft document. It was apparent that those who did not
speak at sessions one and two (with the exception of two individuals) were
also against future Wilderness designations. This was felt by speaking to
individuals at sessions one and in two occasions a show of hands in session
two. The group opposed future Wilderness designations for three basic

reasons:
l. It would eliminate multiple-use as it is known today.
2. It would cause an economic burden to the community.

3. It is a discriminatory action against the elderly who cannot physically

walk into remote areas.
Others felt that a) we should not have a plan, b) we should leave things in
status quo, and c) feel that Wilderness designations are another step toward

complete closure of the public lands.

In both sessions, I encouraged the group to document their concerns and

comments by letter to our Phoenix District Office by May 2, 1985.
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PUBLIC HEARING

Now I would like to take a few minutes to bring you up to date on where we
are to this point and where we are going in reparation of the Lower Gila

South Resources Management Plan (RMP) and Wilderness Study Area (WSA)

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process.

As summarized on Page 91 of the Draft document, we began work on the plan in

1978 with inventories and public meetings on Wilderness. In 1980 we issued

a public Notice of Intent to prepare the Lower Gila south RMP. Between 1980

and 1981 we worked with local, state and federal officials to identify

issues to discuss in the plan. On May 24-26, 1983, we held public meetings

to help formulate the five issues addressed in this document. On

February 1, 1985 we published the Draft Lower Gila South RMP and Wilderness

EIS for public review.

The Draft BRMP part of this document discusses the following five issues:

1, Rangeland Management

2. Wilderness

3. Land Tenure Adjustment (Disposals and Acquisitions)

4. Utility Corridors

S. Fred J. Weiler Greenbelt.
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Each of the issues, other than the Fred J. Weiler Greenbelt, is analyzed

under a Proposed Action and four alternatives.

The Draft Wilderneas EIS Supplement part of this document analyzes in detail

each of the 12 WSA's under a Proposed Action and three salternatives.

As Lavrence McHenry stated, this hearing is to obtain comments and
information regarding this document in an open forum, In addition, we will
accept written comments on the document through May 2, 1985. ' At the
conclusion of the comment period on the Draft document, the RMP and

wilderness Supplement will be separated and processed individually.

As summarized on Page 231 of this document, the next step (Step No. 8) in
completing the RMP will be for the Phoenix District Manager to review the
comments and information received through our public hearings and meetings,
and written comments received by May 2, 1985. Then the District Manager
will select a proposed RMP and publish it along with a Final EIS on all the
isaues except Wilderness. A final decision will be made on the RMP after

the completion of the appeal period or successful review of any appeal

received.

The Wilderness Supplemental EIS will be reviewed in light of the comments
received through the public hearings and meetings, and written comments
reviewed by May 2, 1985. Then the Phoenix District Manager will prepare a
Prélininary FEIS and submit it to the BLM Director in Washington for review,

approval and filing. Following the approval of the PFEIS, we will make our
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recommendation on Wilderness Designation to the Arizona State Director, BLM
Director and the Secretary of Interior. In turn, the Secretary, by 1991
will make a recommendation to the President who has till 1993 to submit to

Congress for a final decision.

Thank you, Mr. McHenry.

MR. McHENRY: Unfinished statements may be supplemented by written comment.
You may also submit written comments up until May 2, 1985, These comments
will be considered fully in developing the final proposed plan and

environmental impact statement. Written comments should be addressed to:

District Manager

U.S. Dept. of Interior
Bureau of Land Management
2015 W. Deer Valley Road

Phoenix, AZ 85027

After public comment period closes on May 2, 1985, there will be a thorough
reviev of the draft EIS. The Bureau of Land Management's Phoenix District
Manager will evaluate your comments concerning the planning issues and
recommends a final proposed plan and environmental impact statement to the
BLM State Director, The State Director will then review and later approve

and publish the plan and EIS.
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Your comments will be considered by the BLM State Director in making his
recommendations to the BLM Director in Washington, who must then make a
recommendation to the Secretary of the Interior., After due consideration,
the Secretary will transmit his recommendation to the President. The
president in turn will transmit his recommendation to Congress. After
appropriate consideration, the Congress will accept, reject, or modify the
President's proposal. Only Congress can designate an area as wilderness,

and only Congress can release a BLM wilderness study area from its study

status.

As you can see the BLM preliminary proposal before you will undergo a
comprehensive review. This public hearing and your comments and views are a

very important part of that review.

This is not an adversary proceeding--any questions asked would be in order
to clarify a point or issue roused by the speaker or the plan and EIS.

Direct your questions to me and I will make a determination as to whether it

will be angwered or not.

JACK PURSLEY: I am Jack Pursley, Director of Public Affairs of the Arizona
Mining Associlation, The Association represents the 15 major mining

companies that produce most of the copper, molybdenum, silver and gold in

the state.

I am commenting here today because the Association is seriously concerned

about the continuing actions of the Federal government to remove and
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regtrict public lands from productive use. Approximately two—-thirds of all
public lands in the United States are now effectively withdravn from mineral
development. In Arizona, exisiting wilderness areas total 2,000,000 acres
and it has been determined that approximately 30 million additional acres
(two~thirds of the Federal lands in Arizona) are unavailable or highly
restricted to mineral resource development by other withdrawals including
BLM Wilderness Study Areas, Forest Service Wilderness Study Areas, Primitive
Areas, Scenic Areas, Game Preserves and Refuges, Parks and Monuments,
Defense Department withdrawals, Indian lands and numerous other
withdrawals. Each of these categories has been formed by individual
withdrawal actions with little or no consideration to the cumulative effect
of all withdrawals in Arizona. The Association feels that this cumulative

effect must be addressed and considered in this EIS.

The Draft Lower Gila South, Resource Msnagement Plan (RMP), proposed action

recommends 4 Wilderness Study Areas (WSA); New Mountain, totaling 189,750
acres suitable for wilderness. The draft lists 3 of the areas as having
high mineral potential or mineral potential development and one having
medium mineral potential. The draft also points out that these areas do not
represent unique ecosystems: The creosote-bursage habitat and the paloverde
mixed cacti habitat are already protected in 104 wilderness areas of over
4.5 million acres. These WSA clearly qualify for multiple uses. It is the

Association’s position that these areas should be deleted from wilderness

recommendations because of their mineral potential.
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The Association is compiling data submitted from the geologic departments of
our 15 member companies that will substantiate the mineral potential in the

Lower Gila South Areas.

The New Water Mountains have mineral potential for gold, silver, lead,
copper, moly, zinc and manganese. The existence of deposits of sheelite,
the potential for perlite, and outcrops of marble have also been identified
in this WSA. The same holds true for the Eagletail Mountains. There are
known deposits of gold, silver, copper, and molybdenum. Additionally,
manganese, barium and lead carrying veins have also been identified. There
are also 560 acres of privately owned mineral estate in this WSA that would
have to be acquired before this area could be designated wilderness. In the
Woolsey Peak WSA there are extensive copper deposits that have produced
significant tonnages of medium grade copper ore. Lead, silver, and gold
have also been mined with good results. When describing the mineral
potential of the Table Top Mountains the RMP states “"The mineralization 1is
more diverse and more concentrated that any other WSA studied in this
supplement. Copper, gold, lead, silver, zinc, manganese, and iron have been
mined... The presence of hydrothermal mineralization has been found in

several localities of the WSA"™.

The Arizona Mining Association will submit written detailed comments prior
to the deadline. At this time, we feel that the RMP/EIS is inadequate in a
number of respects. In particular, we are certain that the RMP/EIS should

be redrafted to more fully reflect the cumulative effect of all withdrawals

in Arizona and U.S. mineral policies currently in effect. 1In addition, the
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Assoclation recommends that all four areas listed under the proposed action

be deleted from further wilderness consideration due to their substantial

mineral potential.

We appreciate this opportunity to submit comments.

MS. BOBBIE HOLADAY: I recommend that all of the areas addressed in the
Lower Gila South Environmental Impact Statement be designated for wilderness

areas.

While some acreage may be unsuitable for wilderness management, such as the
southern plains of the East Clanton Hills WSA, major portions of all areas
have acreage which meet the wilderness criteria for naturalness, outstanding

opportunities for solitude and primitive and unconfined recreation.

While this statement recommends that portion of four of the areas, New Water
Mountains, Eagletail Mountains, Woolsey Peak, and Table Top Mountains as
wilderness, large acreage cuts are recommended which would severely degrade
the wilderness integrity of the areas. Plant and wildlife would suffer and
the quality of life particularly for the bighorn sheep would be seriously

impacted.

The main conflict appears to be in the mining operations. It is difficult
for me to understand the growing need for more and more areas for minerals
and energy resources in Arizomna, when this industry is already depressed in
established mines. What is the continued need for discovering more and more
possible ore bodies, when this industry can't handle the operation of
existing mines?
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Large portions of the eight areas dropped from wilderness consideration
should be recommended for this designation. Releasing them for multiple use
would be damaging to many fragile desert mountain landscapes and many
special-status plant species. These areas all contain significant habitat
for several desert wildlife species. Opening these areas to mining
activities and motorized recreation would seriously impact the desert
bighorn sheep because they cannot reproduce in disturbed areas and their

populations would decrease rapidly.

Many of the areas in the Gila Lower South have important historic value and
excellent opportunities for archaeological studies. Many sitings have been
made of petroglyphs, broken pottery, and other indications of prehistoric
dwellings. If these sites go unprotected by the wilderness designation they

are subject to vandalism and their values will be lost for all time.

I congratulate the BLM for producing a thorough and comprehensive statement
on the Lower Gila South. My hope would be that further consideration be

given to reinstating the dropped areas and in reestablishing the acreage in
the four recommended areas to preserve them for wildlife habitat, primitive

recreation, solitude, and scientific study.

JONI BOSH: My name is Joni Bosh, mailing address is Box 16-673, 2515 E.
Thomas Road, Phoenix, Arizona 85016. I'm speaking tonight as vice chair
for the Grand Canyon Chapter of the Sierra Club and as coordinator for the

Arizona Wilderness Coalition. My comments are directed at the wilderness

component of the plan.
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PUBLIC HEARING

First, some general comments. Clearly the BLM has picked outstanding areas
to recommend for wilderness. The agency deserves strong support for
including areas offering sizeable acreage and various topography. It's
clear that the Phoenix District appreciates that wilderness can be
horizontal as well as vertical, and that there are many remarkable cultural.
wildlife, ecological and recreational values in the District that can be

protected through wilderness designatiom.

We are sorry, however, that just a fraction of these special values would be
saved under the draft recommendations. The BLM is missing a great

opportunity here —— one that might not come again.

Too often our public lands are fragmented by development or mixed ownership
into parcels that, even if saved, are only small oases of protection. 1In
the Lower Gila South, there are clusters of WSAs that still provide the
chance to protect significant wildlife ranges, viewsheds and ecosystems.
And 1it's unusual indeed for so much wild land to be B0 close to omne of our
nation's largest metropolitan areas. The future recreational benefits from
this open gountry should weigh heavily in favor of generous wilderness

proposals.
We gtrongly urge the BLM to recognize these opportunities at hand and to act

now to save these values for the future by significantly increasing your

wilderness proposals.
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Some of the impacts of various wilderness proposals are displayed on page
113 of the draft plan. The numbers here suggest the same points I've just

tried to make.

Notice that even the so-called "resource protection” alternative, which adds
three more areas to your wilderness proposal, still only protects roughly
half of the desert tortoise and bighorn gheep habitat, and sensitive
cultural resource areas. Your WSAs are among the last remaining places that
can protect these values, and yet only a few of thegse areas are recommended

for wilderness.

In contrast, even the raw numbers show relatively little development
potential would be foregone even under an all-wilderness alternative. These
development opportunities fade even more in insignificance when you figure
that ranching can continue in wilderness, and that the existence of mining

claims bears little relation to the likelihood of mineral development.

The problems of inholdings and split mineral estates are land management
problems that will plague the BLM with or without wilderness. Proposing an
area for wilderness can help focus attention from the Governor's office and

for the Land and Water Conservation Fund to help clear up these problems.

In short, there are lots of reasons for more wilderness than is proposed in
the plan, and we hope the BLM will take another hard look and increase their

recommendations.

(87-B)
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Now 1'd like to turn to a few individual areas.

The New Water Mountains proposed wilderness makes a wonderful neighbor to
the contiguous Kofa National Wildlife Refuge to the south. However, it's
very disturbing that 10,000 acres of crucial bighorn sheep habitat are
excluded from the recommendation. The proposed wilderness boundary should
be modified to include more of the New Water and Dripping Springs lambing
areas, and should be extended north to the freeway to provide a protected

route for sheep travel north and south.

The BLM notes that almost the entire WSA is now protected under a temporary
mineral withdrawal because there is a peanding proposal to include this area
into the Kofa Refuge. If the BLM won't protect more of the bighorn habitat
in this area, turning this area over to the Fish and Wildlife Service may be

the best solution.

The BIM says that neither Little Horn Mountains West nor Little Horn
Mountains contain very spectacular wilderness values. Then the BLM
describes two areas that contain such features as window arches, two
800-foot deep canyons, colorful volcanics and crucial desert bighorn refuge
habitat. And all of this borders the Kofa National Wildlife Refuge
wilderness proposal on one side, and the BLM's proposed Eagletail wilderness

on the other.

Here 18 a perfect opportunity to provide protection for major parts of an

important bighorn sheep range by typing some mountains and basins together.
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The BLM should seriously consider adding acreage to a wilderness proposal
which would connect the Eagletails with Kofa for the benefit of the sheep as
well as the wilderness visitor who seeks an extended trip. The mineral
potential is unimpressive and localized, and so it should be easy to add

significant acreage without noticeably harming the mineral industry.

The Ragletail Mountains are an outstanding area, and the BLM deserves high
praise for recommending for wilderness not just the mountainous areas but

the broad-basin in-between as well. We encourdge the BLM to seek to trade
or buy out the inholdings and split estates with the State and other owners

to tidy up land management problems.
We suggest the BLM take a look at some specific boundary modifications, too.

The proposed wilderness should include Courthouse Rock, a prominent and

well-known feature to recreationists and sightseers on the north side of

this area.

The "resource protection”™ boundary would expand the area to include more
crucial bighorn range, and also would bring the wilderness down next to the
road dividing this area from the Little Horns. These would be important
adjustments to make to further protect the values here, the BLM has

obviously seen are of wilderness quality.

The East Clanton Hills offer an opportunity to extend the Eagletail/Little

Horn wilderness complex to the south to include some additional bighorn
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habitat in the Gila Bend Mountains. We strongly urge the BLM to look at
this series of WSAs from the New Waters to the East Clanton Hills as a

whole, and as a unique chance to save an entire range for bighorn sheep.

Face Mountain, 1n contrast to other areas in Lower Gila South, seems to have
too much solitude for the BLM to recommend for wilderness. We think Face
Mountain deserves protection because it is remote, it is rugged and the
conflicts are negligible. The BLM notes that the eastern quarter of this
area has been nominated to the National Register in recognition of the
archaeological resources there. Wilderness designation would be an
excellent protection for this area because it would close the area to
mineral entry and thereby discourage surface-disturbing exploration

activities that might destroy the cultural sites.

Working with the State to trade out the state lande on the south side of the
area could provide additional access and recreational sites that could

enhance the WSAs attraction as a wilderness recreation spot.

Woolsey Peak and Signal Mountain should be considered as one wilderness
unit. The BLM has recognized the prime wilderness values of Woolsey, but
should complement that by proposing protection for the de facto north part

of the area, Signal Mountain.
Both are crucial habitat areas for bighorn sheep, and both areas are

noteworthy in part for the visetas they provide of one another. It just

makes gsense to think of them together as one unit.
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One final note. The Phoenix District seems to have a thing about trains.

You say that the noise they make detracts from the wilderness experience in

Face Mountain and Signal Mountain.

Some of my best friends, and might even argue that they enhance the outdoor
experience. Certainly their temporary noise is no greater an impact than
the more constant sound of passing cars driving by the existing Red
Rock~Secret Mountain Wilderness Area and the Superstition Wilderness area.
Beaides, the rail line past Face and Signal Mountain is lightly used
compared to the main line next to South Maricopas and Butterfield Stage, for
which you mentioned no train noise impact whatsoever. Train noise, like
airplane noise, should not be a factor in considering these areas for

wilderness.

The North Maricopas and Butterfield Stage Memorial WSAs deserve wilderness
protection aleo. They really are one area, and should never have been
separated. They are a spectacular and rugged range within easy traveling
time of Phoenix. They contain crucial habitat for desert tortoise and
bighorn sheep. Once on top, the hiker can enjoy commanding views of valleys
and ranges in all directions. The BLM should at least try to protect the
mountainous core and crucial tortoise areas. We strongly urge the BLM to
relook at these two areas and propose a wilderness boundary to protect the

important scenic, recreational and wildlife values there.
The Scuth Maricopa Mountains are worthy of wilderness, too. For the same
wilderness reasons and others, however, the BLM's description of this area

is8 a little confusing.
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Page 151 says "there are no known mineral occurrences of economical
proportions in the WSA. The mineral poteantial is low..”. Page 108 on the
other hand says the area i1s not recommended for wilderness, in part, because

of its mineral potential.

Page 108 also goes on to say that the area was not recommended because it
lacks “"superior wilderness characteristics™ and because it's "a relatively
flat bajada offering little to the primitive recreationist.”™ Contrast those
statements to some found on page 151: “Outstanding opportunities for
solitude exist throughout the WSA" due in part to its "complex topography”.
“Outstanding opportunities for primitive and unconfined recreation exist in
the South Maricopa Mountains.... The topographic relief found in this WSA
provides the backpacker, horseman and photographer with a variety of places
to explore...”. Its all part of that book. And finally on page 108, the
BLM reminds us that "The National Wilderness Preservation System has 609,667
acres of land with similar characteristics already designated, and 1.3

million acres of similar lands administratively endorsed as wilderness.”

The BLM doesn't seem to know whether there are really minerals here or not,.
Nor does the BLM know whether this area is flat or undesirable to hikers.
But the BLM is certain that it doesn't like the area for wilderness. As
support for its case, the BLM cites how much Congress and the President do
like wilderness areas such as South Maricopa Mountains, which we have about

over two million acres.

This doesn't make any sense. What does make sense is to protect the known

wilderness values there.
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Last but not least is Table Top Mountain, and there is little we can say
beyond a "bravo™ for the BLM's strong wilderness recommendation here. This
is one of the most remarkable areas in Arizona, and no BLM wilderness

proposal would be complete without 1it.

We praise the BLM for choosing protection over mining in this area, and we
will strongly oppose any effort to reduce the area recommended for

wilderness protection.

To wrap it up, the BLM has proposed some very deserving areas for
wilderness, and we will advocate designation for them to the best of our
ability. But however valuable these places are to the wilderness system,
they will be even more so as a part of a larger complex of wild areas

comprised of much of the other WSA acreage.

We hope the BLM will choose to make the beginnings of good recommendations
into great recommendations. Then it will be worth taking the proposals to

Congress.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the draft plan.

TOM WRIGHT: My name is Tom Wright. My address is 6947 E. Sixth Street,
Apt. 4, Scottsdale, Arizona 85251. 1I'm happy to see that four superb
natural and scenic areas have been recommended for wilderness designation in
the Lower Gila South, Each of these areas has its own distinctive character

and all have important wilderness, wildlife, and recreational values. The
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New Water Mountains, Eagletail Mountains, Tabletop Mountain, and Woolsey
Peak all have my strong support for designation as Wilderness Areas. I am
especially pleased that the proposed boundaries for Woolsey and the
Eagletails include not only the rugged peaks, but also the wide valleys and
flatlands that surround and lie between the peaks. Few such areas still
exist in a pristine state and the BLM is wise to suggest that they be

preserved while the opportunity still exists.

I was disappointed, however, that several additional areas did not receive

favorable wildernesse recommendations.

The Little Horn Mountains, which are split by a rcad into the two units, are
a showcase of intriguing volcanic features. Opportunitieas for geological
study are outstanding, and the harshly beautiful landscape is a superb
setting for many forms of wilderness recreation including hiking,
photography, and nature study. The Little Horns are also adjacent to the
Kofa National Wildlife Refuge and contain important bighoran sheep habitat
which would be protected from disruptive activities under wilderness

designation.

Signal Mountain, separated from Woolsey Peak only by a primitive road, is
nevertheless strikingly different. Woolsey is a broad volcaanic dome with
long, smooth slopes and a rounded summit, all composed of dark basalt
boulders. Signal Peak, on the other hand, is a colorful and chaotic Jjumble
of sharp peaks and ridges which present an entirely different and
contrasting type of landscape to the wilderness visitor. It is, therefore,
an important area if we are to preserve a truly representative sampling of
Sonoran desert features in western Arizona.
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Face Mountain, a volcanic mesa cut by numerous canyons, 18 described on page
108 of the EIS as lacking "outstanding primitive recreation opportunities”
and "special features or unique resource values”. The Wildernese Act does
not require special or unique features, and whether or not recreational
opportunities are “outstanding™ 1s a highly subjective matter, The Act
states that Wilderness Areas should have “outstanding opportunities for
solitude or a primitive and unconfined type of recreation™. Note the “or".
The EIS aduits (page 108) that Face Mountain does qualify in terms of size,
igsolation, and opportunities for solitude. Therefore, there is no basis for
dropping this unit except for purely subjective ones. To those I would
reply that any remote and rugged area of significant size and naturalness is
"outstanding”™ in a state that is growing so rapidly and an ecosystem that
has been abused so wantonly. No such area should be dropped from further
consideration as wilderness without an excellent set of site-specific

reasons, and no such reasons are given for Face Mountain.

The Maricopa Mountainsg, which are split by roads into two large units and a
small one, were also dropped due to an alleged lack of unique or outstanding
wilderness qualities. The EIS even goes so far as to say that the South
Maricopas are "not particularly scenic”. Compared to what, and in whose
opinion? (The implications of this judgement are astonishing but I will not
pursue them here.) The three Maricopa Mountains units together comprise
about 150,000 acreas of rugged Sonoran desert wildlands. Granted that they
lack the awesome features, of say, the Superstitions, or the variety of the
Mazatzal Wilderness Area, they still remain a major wilderness and

recreational resource within an hour's drive of the largest city in the
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American Southwest. This 1is not a fact to be taken lightly. The
cherrystemmed roads, mineral inholdings, and ORV trails mentioned in the EIS
are common problems in nearly every wilderness proposal statewide, and they
can generally be worked out once a sincere effort to do so has been

undertaken. I urge you to take a second look at all three of thege units.

I would also like to comment on the Eagt Clanton Hillsg, but it 1is the one
unit in the EIS with which I am totally unfamiliar. I glimpsed it once from
a distance and was impressed by what I saw, but I cannot speak to the area's
particular values or conflicts. I will say, though, that any large-—scale
development or scarring in this unit would be easily visible from the
Eagletail Mountains and perhaps from the Kofa Wildlife Refuge, diminisghing
the wilderness qualities in each of those areas. This should be kept in

mind during the planning process for the East Clanton Hills area.

Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Thank you, the next speaker is Lloyd Clark.

LLOYD CLARK: Mr. Chairman, Mr. McHenry, I am Lloyd Clark, P. O, Box 13344,
Phoenix, 85002. I am a History Instructor for Rio Salado Community Ccllege,
founder of the Counselor's National Military Post, which has been the
National Organization interested in the identificatiom, location,
preservation, memorialization of old Military sites. In this area I refer

to the map that's accompanying your very thorough study.
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In Section 33, Township 5 South, Range 12 West, is Camp Horn. Camp Horn was
one of those sites selected by General Patton in the ocutset of World War 1I,
for one of the Desert Training areas. Camp Hire, Section 1, Township 5

South, Range 11 West, was another.

Camp Bow which is not included in this study, however is on the map,
Township 8 North, Range 14 West. It is that Cunningham Wash Area that is
shown on the map, however 1is outside the boundaries of the studied areas.
These are three that were in the California, Arizona maneuver areas, which
was also known as the Desert Training Center. Camp Bow is the one which is
not Included, is the only one that has real historic artifacts, if you wish
to call it that, in the form of outlying accomplishments. The command
circles, some of the bases for the buildings that were there. Bow's was a
top secret base during World War II and it was where they planned to have
illumination of the battlefield at night. They used searchlights, not
enough by the remoteness kept it from being protected from the other areas
around. It is the only one that really has something left there to
pregerve, with the exception perhaps, of Camp Horn, where there is still a
perimeter marker that was left there fortunately by the Agricultural
Interest Team near . What was there was put into cotton and other
agriculture, But that marker still designates and memorializes the names of

the nine soldiers who lost their lives during the training during World

War I1I.

Camp Hire which 18 in the private area or private land in the interests of
the only record of gates that are there besides the railroad tracks. Within

the past six months all of the country streets, the old land circles .......
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(Tepe ended.).........

Not on any federal or state land., That area is identified as Aqua Caliente
it was a ranch at Woolsey. Woolsey being its name 1is the.site where
wheat was first grown in what 18 now Arizona. The southside of the river
before they got it from the purchase of Mexico. And the reason the forces
did not go out from Fort Yuma to try and followup the persons who committed
the open massacres, the Indians, 1s because they fled to Mexico. This is
one of those historic areas, and you address that rather virtually in the
study and I just urge you to give it a little cloaser attention because it 1s

a very historic period.
Were there any questions oan what 1 have said?

Thank you very much, you have done an outstanding job and I appreciate all

your full attention. Thank you.

Our next speaker is Landis Aden, Representing Honeywell Sportsman Club
1739 North 15 Drive, Phoenix 85026

Gentlemen, 1'd like to say that I'm representing the Honeywell Sportsmen
Club where a fairly large and varied amount club activities and outdoors.
We enjoy hunting and fishing as well as our lakes and we've been generally
in favor of wilderness areas, although we do have some serious concerns and

reservations about the condition they are in this state.
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First, as many of these areas seem to be as blessed and glorious quality and
place you can establish for that. 1In the last year there has been about a
million acres in wilderness taken out of Arizona and already in asome places
where you can find difficulty 1n access to existing areas, especially in the
southeast part of the state where most of us have our activities also in the

mountain zones.

Those of us who are not Congressmen or government officials and don't have
access to helicopters have problems of finding places to part trailers on
weekends or sometimes even getting through on access roads, such as they

are, These problems are of course compounded on weekends for those of us

who only have weekends off, which is your average working guy.

Also, regards to the Kofa area and Big Horn Chief Range, several of our
members are members of the Big Orange Chief Soclety and we generally support
their activities also. The addition of the New Water Mountains and the
Little Horn Mountain areas could possibly make these access problems to the
Kofa more difficult than they are now. The Kofa is one of my favorite
areas., I do some wildlife photography there on the side. We appreciate the

Kofa and we like it but we would like to know a little about 1it.

In conclusion, I would say that the wilderness quality areas probably aren't
sufficiently in Arizona, and those of us who do have many interest in the
outdoors besides Just backpacking and photography, we also like hunting and
fishing and going roaming in the desert or mountains and we would like to be

left a place in Arizona to continue this interest.
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Thank you for yocur consideration.

The next speaker is Leroy Ackerman representing American Indian Nations.

LEROY ACKEBRMAN: Mr. Chairman, Members of the Digstrict, my name is Leroy

Ackerman and my box number 1s 349, Congress, Arizona and zip code is 85332,

I represent Small Miners Association of Arizona, miners prospectors

and the Indian Nations of North and South America Central.

All 1 have to say 1s fhat 1've worked in the area where your antelope were
several years ago in mining some plains and animals were getting close to
the machinery so what I had to do was get some alfalfa from the farmers
below and the farmers would just take it up there so it could be hauled
awvay. It got real bad, so I instructed my boy these animals you'd put signs
up and they couldn't read. So I instructed ay boy, Mike, to start night
class to try to get these burros and mountain goats to come from Mexico up
cross the trail they couldn't understand and so they in a few weeks, he come
to me and he said "Well 1've done the best I can do.” 1 said o.k. and so
one day I there was working and got off the machine, and I felt nudge in my
back there and there was this donkey pushing me around the and he learped to
talk and he said to me he said, "I need so many hardhats with two holes that
can talk.” Well I said "What do you mean?”™ He said, "Well I have taken
over your job.”™ And I thought well what am I going to do and 80 .....c....
Arizona Wester College was over to the west so I went over there and talked

to the Professor of Psychology. He said, "Mesa get out a map and study the
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map and then, he said you may be wondering what to do.”™ So I did and I went
back and all I could do was mover all the way and the lesson 1 learned was
if you give an inch they'll take a mile and that was a hard lesson to learn
there g0 I left the area and I went back and started again and then two
years ago they weren't interested in it so I took in another area and got
out of there so that stands to reason that would be the same here, in that
in the more area you take, the aore you want and the less there will be for
Mike and then when there is no Mike in the area and your natural resource is
all produced then the communist will come in. And I can tell you one thing
there, that's one thing I deal with {nstant hate is communism. When they
hit the borders here, the north or south 1I'll grant you they don't go far up
over the Mexican border. And that's what can happen 1f you close off all
resources and then you're still that has to be shipped in from

other countries and used and that's more cost to the people here.

I think, I believe in being fair with the wilderneas and I don't believe in
destroying it in as far as that goes. The reason is, I suppose is, that I
have Indian blood in me on both side of the famile and also 1 have blood
from eastern states and sowme other people from
there that you have probably heard of . The
Indian part I suppose helped me to appreciate the wilderness there, and the
nountain area. I do have, when you go into the mountains, whether its New
Mexico, Arizona or Colorado, for a mountain lion that followed me after
awhile, and I had them when I lay the blankets and study your mountain areas
in all of these states around and I mean I get out and walk with and study

and see what's there from mineral and otherwise.
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They'll follow me and as I lay still in the lights of night in your excluded
areas in Sycamore Canyon the mountain lions come up to my blankets, touch me
and then go away stay over and sleep 60 feet from me, talk the night and
never bother me, If I was afraid the animals were every going to hurt me I
wouldn't have done it. So there. I believe in having so much land for
mining and so much of it for wilderness, and I think you have quite a bit,
Land now for your wilderness, works best. You're going to have to have more

personnel than what you have now to handle that business and more budget in

your work,

And I know that there is good men in your office and that when this proposal
goes before Congress there will be men there that money could sway the other
way and would vote down your proposal, or vote for it, one way or the

other. I do know that the good members of the committee good and
bad, as your senators and representatives on the committee. Of course they
may have a personal opinion of the area and people didn't know it and they
kid of went around to different places and studied this thing and my area
and other areas there and spots picked out and we will personally go to them
in washington before this vote is all and meet with them and I will talk
with the President of the United States on this business and see what the
decision will be and how it goes. But many of us will keep on mining so
that it will help the economy of this country and keep every man in America
living not under communism and there ruling ways. Its the best way I know
because I have been to Siberia under different conditions years ago when I
was young and escaped across the waters back to Alaska. Bad hands and a
little bit of torture, and I know what that can be, so I appreciate talking

with you.
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The next speaker 1s Edward Elton representing the small miners.

My name is not Edward, to get the records straight. It is Eugene Dee. Now
that Edward cowmes from my initials E D ag everybody calls me Ed. That 1is

not the official name. I live in Congress, Arizona, 303 West Highway 71,

85332, Congress.

If you will look back at history, study history. You will find that history
repeats itgself. 1t is happening that way today. History is repeating, and
if you don't benefit from the lessons learned from history, you're doomed to

fall in the same pit.

Now some of you here remember 1929, I do. Some of you don't and it is you
might say mythology to them because they haven't studied history. It 1is
coming again, the same process. First National City Bank,

Chemical Bank are all (someone coughed) loan. They are all going at a day
to day pace, they can cloge up any time. You won't see it in the news
media, but when you get behind the news media, you will find that is the
truth, where you'll hear gome of it. When that happens, when they close up,

then 1929 1is going to look like a Sunday picnic.

Further on down, right here in Arizona, I've talked to many old timers say
we made our living by drywashing here, we made it, we had a little mine up

here we made for our families, we supported our families, that is how they
got by. When or if this all put into a wilderness area again, or not again,

but if 1t is put into a wilderness area, when it does blow up, which 1t will
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do; these small miners, the individual is going into those hills if he knows
where the place he is going to look for a place and when he finds that
place, he is going to mine it. Because he has a family to feed. Now he
isn't going to back up and say Mr. Billy Doe this is yours, my family can
starve, He will be violating the law, which we put him for arrest. Then
what will his family do when he is in jail for trying to provide for his

family.

The welfare system now is tremendous. It is more than they can handle. So
that will just create more, there will be no money, there will be no taxes
because nobody will have any money. But here you will make a violator out
of a man that is just trying to provide for his family and his people.

There is a lot of land already in wilderness areas, I don't know how well it

is managed, but to the best of the ability.

Now these persons that want this wilderness area put in here. 1It's those
states that no motor vehicle is allowed in that area. Now if any of thenm
had the opportunity to go to Quartzaite in every winter, every February, and
see the thousands of people that come there to enjoy those areas, they are
not able to flock into that area. They'd have to drive a vehicle. If they
can't drive they don't see it. They, just off the top of my hear are 60X of

the people that enjoy those wilderness areas that are proposed.
These that want this, are suppressing there children. Maybe a lot of these

children won’'t be able to walk, in that time they won't be able to drive

either or they won't have the money for the gasoline. They will not be able
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to enjoy what thelir folks are trying to preserve for them. It's a lost
cause. Here's this area, says you can't go in here, alright that's fine
right now. But when it comes to the bottom line 1f ft is restricted, then
nobody will enjoy that, they can't get to f{t. The small miner, the
prospector, or even you might say some of the your city dudes that will
enventually go to the hills to seek gold because there is always a quest for
gold, a quest for silver. That has been tightened and suppressed for years,
since time memorial, they have tried to play down gold and silver and

precious metals. But yet today, that is a basis to the economy.

If they suppress all this mining, if there was no mining people would be
8til]l eating out of clay dishes. Mining is a basis for all prosperity and
all economy. If there wasn’'t mining, there wouldn't be anything we'd be
using bow and arrows yet. And there 1s a lot of suppression of the mining
right now, right in this country by the foreigners, the foreign market

flooding this right here.

1 am very opposed to putting anymore land into a restricted area, because
how many acres does a Bighorn sheep need to feed on? I don't know what 1t
ia around here, but they usually range around a 20 miles. Your mountain
lions range roughly around 20 miles. Your deer, your coyotes, 20 miles
area. And I venture to say there is more land taken out already that each
Bighorn sheep will probably have 50 miles to range in. I have been told
that the Bighorn sheep are in poor health, they're wormy, so wvhy preserve

the whole area just for a few?
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I'm just opposed to that because I see in the future where it 1s going to be
the necessity for survival of many of us to go wherever poassible and make a
living for your family, wherever you can and whatever you can without having

the threat of arrest or a jail term hang over your head.

Thank you.

The next speaker is Princess Teni-Ciache Ackerman representing the American

Indian Federation.

We are totally opposed to this wilderness. We have seen, we have heard the
phrase “As long a@s the sky is blue the water runs, the grass grows.” Poopy
Doo! We are down to less, than a fourth of this nation, even less than

that, and it keeps getting worse each and every day.

I have seen the Bighorn Sheep of the Kofa Mountains, and I can tell you
this. They're wormy, they're mangy, they are in the most defect health.
There supposed to be being protected, huh? There supposed to being managed,

yet nobody 1is caring for their health, that's not management,

You talk about the rangeland instead and people want all of this

wilderness. The kind that it won't hurt, It will hurt, it'll hurt the
ranchers, it will take out jobs. If they can't graze and they have to start
buying feed, hay and all. Hay is going for $4.75 a bale, for deceat hay
that you feed your animals. The cost of that and if you have to take out
land from other banks, from your cattle to put it into crops, you're going

to lose, you're going to go in the hole.

33 (92-A)



Right now canner beef is running $25.00 a hundred pounds. A hundred pounds,
to get it up to that, is going to ruan you close to $150. 1 tell you
somebody i1s going in the hole someplace. Because about the energy and
economy impact, it's going to be one mean impact, because people are going
to atart losing their jobs, their income. When people have to be laid off
its a chain reaction, it's just right down the road. I am beginning to
wonder who this, what right is final with this country. I thought the
U.S.A. was for all free men. I can the constitution says

-

“"For the people and by the people..” it does nowhere state «..for the few,
by the few, or by the bureaucracy.”™ It's about time that people start
caring. I care about the Bighorn sheep, you can ask anybody from Congress
on, ask them if they want to cross the creek on my mining claima and shoot
at an animal. It's a well known fact that it's open season on hunters. We
feed the animals up there. There isn't a miner wonder that. Each and every
day, when I lived down by Yuma, I moved into the Kofa on horseback. Hauling
hay for sheep, cause they would come up and eat out of my hands. They were
the most real thing. I epent over $200 in one year getting worm medicine,
which wasn't easy to get. I had to send back east for it because I couldn’t
find a8 place to tell me how to treat them here. So I called the Wildlife
Assoclation, State of Oklahoma, Mr. C. Viego was working there then. He

told me just what to ugse and he said, "I could send you some.™ 1 paid him

for it, because he couldn't afford to take it out of their bank to send out

here,

I have called the Wildlife Association here, I have called the Field and

Management and everything, and I was referred from one agency to amother. A
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big run around because nobody wanted to answer any questiouns, everybody was
afraid. I don't know what they're afraid of, but it is about time we all
started fighting for the same thing, We do need wilderness, but we don't

need this much.

It was stated yesterday at Quartzsite about a landing area, like Mr, Elton
said, say around 20 miles, I have seen this. Now how amuch ground does it
take for one mule to lay around? Maybe a bigger square as that table if

your lucky, and yet you want all these thousands and thousands of acres.

People like me, I'm also a Viet Nam vet. My hips are messed up and if you
want I caa bring reports from a commander of the military at Fort Whipple,
Arizona. I cannot go into those areas because I cannot walk right. It
could pinch the nerve and cripple me for life, if I fall right or have to
step over too high an inc. And {f I am in that condition in ay hips, how
wmuch will the older people, if I remember correctly that there is a law
against discrimination. And that would be out and out discrimination on the
ones that can't that can't get in there. They love the scenery, they love
the animals and the beauty just as well as any of us. But when they have to
be restricted to a little area, you got to look at it from here you can’'t
take a vehicle in there, it might scare up sheep. Those sheep aren't scared
of us, because if they were they would not be on that bombing range

three~fourths of the time. And they are on it.

The military has had to hold up their bowbing so many times it's pathetic,

for the simple reason that the sheep are out there. And the sheep wasn't
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the least bit scared, so human beings aren't going to hurt them, Human
beings have too much of a tendency to love something wild and want to
protect it. Well not all of this works. If this nonsense keeps up, the
wilderness out and no minerals to be dug out of this country, just like

our rights today. Ninety-nine percent of it comes from the
Soviet Union. That 18 on a letterhead that came out a few yeara ago from
the Department of the Interior, when they wanted to open more minerals 1t
wag proven that platinum claims that there is none in this state for
instance. It comes from the Soviet Union. Our ore and stuff is coming from

Soviet block countries and back country. I'm not supporting no Communist!

The people came to this country for one reason, that was to get awvay from
the suppression and everything else., They didn't care 1f they had freedom,
they could live, they could work, they could support their families and
nobody could tell them no. Well, if anyone can step back and look back at
Poland, they had wilderness control, they had gun control and look at them
now. I'm not giving up without a fight, for aanybody. It is my right as a
human being and this is America, to be able to mine. And i1f I want to go
and lock at the Bighorn sheep and I can't walk, I'm going to drive and I
might get arrested, but I guarantee you I'1l1l fight you toc the Supreme Court

on 1it.

Thank you

Thank you very much. Are there anyother persons in the audience who would

like to make 8 comment? Submit any statements?
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Mr. McHenry let me just add a p.s. to one thing else.
Would you please give us your name again?

Yeah, Lloyd Clark. And I forgot to mention the area down there in
land which is immediately, its in the area we have a pipeline on but

iomediately north (Unable to make out recording.)

Thank you sir. I've been told by the District Manager at the close of the
meeting to ......c0c0000nn cerecseetecsreroaaens covess cecsarsses. Btaff
they'll be available. If there are no other persons who wish to make any
public comments. The meeting is now closed. Thank you very much for your
participation, we'd like to thank the Maricopa County Board of Supervisors
for letting us use this auditorium and we'd like to thank the public for

showing up tonight.
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BE IT REMEMBERED that the above-entitled matter
came on‘regularly to be heard before the Bureau of Land
Management, at the Gila Bend Community Center, 202 North
Euclid Avenue, Gila Bend, Arizona, on the 13th day of
March 1985, commencing at 7:10 p.m.

Presentations were made on behalf of the Bureau
of Land Management by Beaumont C. McClure, Deputy State
Director for Landa and Renewable Resources; William
Childress, Area Manager for the Lower Gila Resource Areajy
Richard B. Hanson, Recreation Planner in the Phoenix
District; and Timothy L. Sanders, Acting Chief of
Planning in the Phoenix District,.

MR. McCLURE: Ladies and gentlemen, this public
hearing will now come to order. My name is Beau McClure.
I am the Deputy State Director for Lands and Renewable
Resources in the State of Arizona for the Bureau of Land
Management. I have been appointed by the Arizona State
Director of the Bureau of Land Management to conduct this
public hearing under the authority of the Secretary of
the Interior concerning the resource management plan for
the Bureau's Lower Gila South planning area of the

Phoenix district.

Most of you have already signed the attendance

sheet as you came into the room. If you have not done

BARRY & GRUNMLEY
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g0, I would like to encourage you to sign in now so0 that
we can have a written record of tonight's attendance.

If you plan to make a statement this evening,
be sure to check the appropriate space on the attendance
sheet 80 that we can add your name to the list of
speakers.

The official reporter this evening is Bonnie
Sumida. She is8 seated to my left. She will prepare a
verbatim transcript of everything that is said at the
hearing this evening. If you wish to obtain a copy of
the transcript, you should make your own arrangements
with the reporter.

This public hearing is being held to obtain
information relating to the five planning issues and five
planning alternatives that are being studied by the
Bureau of Land Management in the Lower Gila South
resource management plan. A draft environmental impact
statement, an EIS, has been published, and is available
here in this room for those of you who have not already
received a copy-

This hearing centers on two aspects of the
plan., First are the range of alternatives and proposed
planning decisions adequate? The Phoenix district is
particularly interested in information concerning the

suitability or nonsuitability of the 12 wilderness study

BARRY & GRUMLEY
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areas for wilderness designation. Your views and any
information you can offer with respect to the
alternatives will be greatly appreciated.

Second, is the draft environmental impact
statement adequate? Your comments and suggestions on
this aspect of the study will also be appreciated.

In arranging for this public hearing, notices
were sent to United States Senators Goldwater and
DeConciniy U.S. Representatives Udall and Stump; Governor
Babbitt and other elected officials. Notices also have
been sent to federal, state and local governmental
agencies and organizations and individuals known to be
interested in this planning effort.

Now, for a few words about procedure, This
hearing is not a debate, a trial or a guestion-and-answer
situation. It is an advisory hearing, and all interested
persons may present statements, either written or oral or

both, or other information pertinent to the resource

‘management plan we're considering tonight. There will be

no cross—examination from the audience, but if anyone
fails to understand the statement of any speaker, you may
direct a clarifying question to me, and I will determine
whether it is pertinent. This may seem overly formal,

but it is intended to give everyone a fair and reasonable

opportunity to present his or her view.
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When I finish my opening statement, I will call
on a Phoenix district representative to explajn the
process that has occurred to date. That presentation
will take about five or ten minutes. Then I will call on
any elected government officials present who wish to make
a statement., After that, we will proceed with other
speakers.,

In view of the small number of people who wish
to speak tonight, I am not going to set a time limit.

Any written statements submitted here tonight will be
included in full in the transcript, and will be
considered on the same basis as the oral comments. You
may also submit written comments until May 2, 1985, and
these also will be considered fully in developing the
final proposed plan and environmental impact statement.
Written comments should be addressed to the District
Manager, Bureau of Land Management, Phoenix District
Office, 2015 West Deer Valley Road, Phoenix, Arizona
85027.

The publication and distribution of the draft
EIS completes the first part of BLM's resource management
planning for the Lower Gila South planning area. Now, it
is the public's opportunity to coament on the matter.

After the public comment period closes on May

2nd, 1985, there will be a thorough review of the draft

BARRY & GRUMLEY
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EIS. The Phoenix district manager will evaluate your
comments concerning the four planning issues that do not
relate to wilderness, and recommend a final proposed plan
and environmental impact statement to the BLM state
director. The state director will then review, approve
and publish the plan and final environmental impact
statement.

The procedures for the wilderness portions of
the resource management plan differ somewhat from those
for the other four planning issues. The BLM state
director will consider your comments in making his
recommendations to the BLM director in Washington, who
nust then make a recommendation to the Secretary of the
Interior. After due consideration, the Secretary will
transmit his recommendation to the President. The
Preaiden;. in turn, will transmit his recommendation to
the Congress., After appropriate consideration, the
Congress will accept, reject or modify the President's
proposal. Only Congress can designate an area as
wildernees, and only Congress can release a BLM
wilderness study area from its study status.

As you can see, the BLM preliminary proposal
before you this evening will undergo comprehensive
review., and this public hearing and your views are a very

important part of that review process.
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Now, I would like to introduce Bill Childress,
who is area manager for the Lower Gila resource area on
my right. Also, next to him is Rich Hanson, Phoenix
District Recreation Planner, and Tim Sanders, Acting
Chief of Planning in the Phoenix District. Mr. Childresas
will now explain the Bureau of Land Management's planning
process to you, but, first, I would like toc explain
again, that this is not an adversary proceeding. If you
want to ask a question in order to clarify a certain
point, please feel free to do s80. Direct your questions
to me, and I will determine whether it is pertinent.

Bill?

MR. CHILDRESS: Thank you, Mr. McClure. I would
like to take a few minutes to bring you up-to-date on
where we are on this plan, and where we are going in
preparation of the Lower Gila South resource management
plan and wilderness study area environmental impact
statement process.

Ag summarized on page nine of the draft
document, we began work on the plan in 1978 with
inventories and public meetings on wilderness. 1In 1980
we issued a notice of intent to prepare the Lower Gila
South resource management plan. Between 1980 and 1981 we
worked with local, state and federal officials to
identify issues to discuss in the plan. On May 24

BARRY & GRUMLEY
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through 26, 1983 we held public meetings to help
formulate the five issues addressed in this document. On
February 1, 1985 we published the draft Lower Gila South
resource management plan and wilderness environmental
impact statement for public review.

The draft resource management plan part of this
document discusses the following five issues: Rangeland
management, wilderness, land tenure adjustment, which is
disposals and acquisitions, utility corridors, and the
Fred J. Weiler greenbelt.

Each of the issues, other than the Fred J. -
Weiler greenbelt, is analyzed under a proposed action and
four alternatives.

The draft wilderness environmental impact
statement supplement part of this document analyzes in
detail each of the 12 wilderness study area's under a
proposed action and three alternatives.

As Mr., McClure stated, this hearing is to
obtain comments and information regarding this document
in an open forum. 1In addition, we will accept written
comments on the document through May 2, 1985. At the
conclusion of the comment period on the draft document,
the resource management plan and wilderness supplement
will be separated and processed individually.

As summarized on page 231 of the draft

BARRY & GRUMLEY
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1 document, the next step, which will be step no. 8, in

2 completing the resource management plan, will be for the
3 Phoenix district manager to review the commentg and

4 information received in this public hearing and meetings,
5 that we are holding, and vwritten comments received by May
6 2, 1985. Then the district manager will select a

7 proposed resource management plan, and publish it along

8 with a final environmental impact statement on all the

9 issues except wilderness. A final decision will be made
10 on the resource management plan after the completion of
11 the appeal period or succesaful review of any appeal
12 received.
13 The wilderness supplement environmental impact
14 statement will be reviewed in light of the comments
15 received through the public hearings and meetings and

16 written comments also received by May 2, 1985. Then the
17 Phoenix district manager will prepare a preliminary final
18 environmental impact statement, and submit it to the BLN
19 director in Washington for review, approval and filing.
20 Following the approval of the preliminary final
21 environmental impact statement, we will make our

22 recommendation on wilderness designation to the Arizona
23 State Directoxr, BLM Director and the Secretary of the

24 Interior, In turn, the secretary by 1991 will be

25 reguired to make a recommendation to the President. The

BARRY & GRUMLEY
(96-A)




@ N A o W N M

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

10

President has until 1993 to submit to Congress his
recommendation for a final decision.
Thank you, Mr. McClure.

MR. McCLURE: Thank you, Bill. Is there anyone
here representing Governor Babbitt or any members of
Congress or any of the State legislature?

MRS. ACKERMAN: Do you mean for the State of
Arizona?

MR. McCLURE: Do you represent the governor?

MRS. ACKERMAN: Do you mean any of the genators for
the State of Arizona?

MR. McCLURE: Yes, ma'am.

MRS, ACKERMAN: Our group is representing Senator
Bradley, who is8 over energy and commissions on wilderness
and such from New Jersey.

MR. McCLURE: Would you like to speak?

MRS. ACKERMAN: I spoke at the Phoenix hearing, me
and my husband, both last night. Mr. Rogers might.

MR. ROGERS: Yes.

MR, McCLURE: Would you like to speak now?

MR. ROGERS: Well, yes,

MR, McCLURE: WwWould you like to come up to the
podium?

MR. ROGERS: I think I can talk loud enough for

everyone to hear me without it.

BARRY & GRUMLEY
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MR, McCLURE: VWould you state your name and
proceed,

MR. ROGERS: 1 am Roy Rogers of Wickenburg, and I

11

have been working in that area of mining almost 31 years.

However, I'm a miner from the age of about 14 over
various parts of the country, including Alaska, Canada,
several other parts of the country.

Now, I wonder about this land situation. We
have heard a lot of pros and cons about it. Of course,
lot of it may not be true; a lot of it may have just a
samattering of truth, of taking out this, that and the
other thing. Well, nminers in our area get along
beautifully with the cattle owners, and as far as
bothering any wildlife, I have worked out in the desert
there for monthg at a time. I have dug dltches, and
looked right up there. I have seen these cubs playing

along the edge of where I was working, and rabbits and

gquail, you have to almost step on them to get them out of

the way, and I don't think I have ever had any trouble or

seen any of the wildlife up there that was disturbed.
Now, we have pretty good-sized deer and bucks
running through various parts of our ranges, and I have

them come over and drink water right ocut of the tubs

where I leave on the outside. We see the footprints the

next morning when I come out, and I got to where I leave

BARRY & GRUMLEY
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little sBcraps out for the little mountain lion and their
Cubs.

Aa far as the other night -- I should not bring
this up, I suppose, at Quartzsite, but there was a heck
of a bunch ©f people over there. I believe it was more
than they expected. It seemed like everybody there, or
the majority of them, was all shook up over the land;
said they d4id not quite understand it.

A lot of the people coming down from the north
go out and look around, pick up stones and so forth. The
only complaints I got, which is a few, I never have
objected to any individual coming out and just picking up
souvenirs, because I have always thought it was good for
the country.

People come up to that part of the country.
They take home little, ol' rocks. Gee-whiz. You would
have to have a truck out there with several tons to hurt
anything in that area. Take those rocks home, Tell
them: We got this from Arizona, wherever it wae, put it
upon the mantle piece, It may not be gold or anything,
not that Pyrite stuff, but 90 percent of them don‘t know
the difference.

So as far as I am concerned, I would like to
have the land, as far as the miners and ranchers, stay

just as it is, and I think that we will, with just a

BARRY & GRUMLEY
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little more understanding and a little better
communication, that landowners and miners and everybody
else can get along just fine.

Now, there is one thing I do object to as far
as the miners goes, and that is the way they do their
cyaniding. Now, I went over and worked two years to find
out how to do cyaniding properly by one of the best men
in the State of Arizona., Ted Houseley is recognized as
such, and I went over, and I would have paid him to
actually work for him, to find out what was actually
going on. I read a 1ot on it, but that reading and
actually doing it is two different things, and I worked
for him there for almost three years, and was glad to do
it. I thought it was eguivalent to a college education.

I guess that is about all I have got to say. I
could stand up here, and talk a long time and not say a
bit more than what I have said. So I want to thank you
for this opportunity.

MR, McCLURE: Thank you, Mr. Rogers., Our next
speaker is Janel Smith.

MS. SMITH: Thank you, Mr. McClure. My name is
Janel Smith. I am a member of the organization which
represents the precious metals industry, including the
independent mining companies, exploration and development

companies, consulting firms and oil; gas and research and

BARRY & GRUMLEY
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exploration companies. I am also the state president of
the Arizona Small Mine Owners Association, which was
founded in 1938, and is the oldest mining organization in
the world.

Before I begin my comments on the environmental
impact statement, we have some concerns with this, and
would like to share them with you concerning the
procedure used on the Lower Gila South meetings and
hearings.

Evidently, because of a lack of communication
between the State Public Affairs Office and the Phoenix
District, the Arizona Update publication, which is an
in-house publication of BLM, left a lot of people in the
wegtern portion of this resource area with the impression
that Monday's meeting at Quartzsite would be both an open
house and a meeting for comment beginning at 7:00 p.m.,
similar to those conducted at the Yuma district, which
they attended a week ago. There were 272 people at the
open house at 3:00 p.m. on Monday, who were informed that
the BLM would be interested in their comments at 7:00
p.m., but they would not be for the record except in a
similar capacity because no reporter was present., MNMr.
Childress indicated these names would be entered into the
record at the Phoenix hearing on Tuesday with a summary

of comments; that the people should also write letters.

BARRY & GRUMLEY
(97-B)




O W o ~N O A W R =

15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

15

I have been informed today by my people there
was no reporter present last night, either, and a tape
recorder was used., However, they weren't sure if
Monday's speakers all got into the record or not,
although a summary of the record was taped.

We must confess, we are confused as to why the
Phoenix district cannot get their act together for these
hearings. Monday night was inexcusable insofar as the
public was concerned. Regardless of which office of the
BLM made the error, since the error was made. Lower Gila
should have been able to receive these comments into the
record. Since the tape recorder was used on Tuesday, why
couldn’t one be used on Monday?

Another problem we are having trouble dealing
with is8 the use of vested interest personnel at these
meetings and hearings. We believe that management alone
has an obligation to conduct not only the meetings but
the open houses s0 that all user dgroups are treated
equally.

I refer to comments specifically Monday night
by a member of the inventory staff that the 3802 and the
3809 regulations were an amendment to the 1872 mining
laws promulgated in 1980. For anyone who is not familiar
with the regulation, 3802 and 3809 were a result of

PLPMA, and came down by secretarial order, not as a
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law.

It would appear that the Phoenix District
elther needs to have all of its disciplines represented
at these meetings and hearings or none of them. This
information on the part of any agency concerned with
managing the public land creates an element of mistrust,
and doubts of the credibility of the documents you are
presenting. Insofar as the document itaelf is concerned,
we find very little of substance in the minerals report.
It appears you did not see fit to use material supplied
in your own contract of gem reports. Since I d4id not
receive this information until Pebruary 22nd, it has been
impossible for us to collect the proprietary information
available to support our mineral position. That
information, therefore, will be forthcoming before the
end of the comment period. Consequently, tonight we will
give you an overview only of our position.

First of all, New Water Mountains, they carry
high mineral potential according to USGS and independent
results, some of which you already have, geological
inference of economic mineral deposits., They are
presently in official withdrawal. 1In addition to a
wilderneags study area, this is a popular area for winter
vigitors from the Quartzsite and Yuma areas for rock

collecting, camping and other uses.
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Minerals in the area include silver, gold,
copper, lead, zinc, tungsten, barite, manganese,
molybdenum and iron. This area has been actively
Prospected and mined since the mid-18008. Two years ago
the Bureau of Land Management patented two of the Ramsey
claims, which are just north of the present boundary.

As 1 advised the official Wildlife Service at
their hearing last Wednesday in Lake Havasu City, if the
Bureau of Land Management and Fish and Wildlife intend to
persevere for wilderness or other withdfawal for this
area, we are going to have no alternative but to take
this WSA and the withdrawal through the courts. This
area, in our estimation, has never met the criteria
mandated for wilderness because of the minerals, and if,
in fact, your primary concern is wildlife, those sheep
have been getting along with the mining and miners since
before the Bureau of Land Management, General Land
Office, Official wWildlife Service were mandated.

The Table Top area preliminary geophysical and
Petrographic data from my company supports the
possibility of a major diacovery for copper through the
middle of this WSA, probably averaging over one percent.
Producing mines in the Antelope Peak area in 1955 made
copper values better than one percent.

We have been recently notified by one of our

BARRY & GRUMLEY
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companies that a new silver discovery along the north
half of the WSA and preliminary data indicate that the
probability of economic value will warrant going into
production. Woolsey Peak has past production of gold,
gilver, copper, lead, zinc, perlite, and tough building
stone. There is a high potential for both geothermal
wells and uranium occurrences.

The Signal Mountains area is a gold and copper
area for building stone. Exploration in the past has
shown geologic inference of massive sulphite deposits.
Face Mountain has past production records of silver,
lead, zinc, uranium, which could be an economic producer.
The East Clanton Hills mineral occurrences are in gold,
copper, B8ilver, lead, and molybdenum, also, fluormica and
uranium. There has been past productions from the gold
mines,

Eagle Tail: This area contains gold, silver,
copper, lead, manganese, barium and molybdenum, and has a
favorable potential for economic development.

Little Horn Mountains West and the Little Horn
Mountains all run together. They have had deposits in
the occurrences of gold, silver, lead, copper, manganese,
iron and some molybdenum. South Maricopa has the
possibility of uranium and copper occurrences. North

Maricopa., there has been granite guarries in the
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northwest corner, I believe it is, and geodlogic
information indicates the possibility of uranium deposits
at depth.

In summary, I would like to say that our
capability for production and development, our domestic
resource development, depends in part upon our access to
areas where these minerals are or may be present with the
possible exceptions of the inner most portions of the
Maricopa WSA. Most of these areas look down on to
developed roads, freeways, ranches, freeways and
settlements.

It is difficult to visualize the rationale of
someone climbing Black Mesa for solitude, only to find --
or an excellent view of Brenda or Quartzsite or Little
Born Peak to communicate with nature -- and count the
semis at the Arco Truck Stop. We do not believe the
inventory of these areas are meeting the criteria for
wilderness.

Thank you very much.

MR, McCLURE:s Thank you, Ms, Smith., Yes? Yes,
ma’am? You may come to the podium. Please state your
name.

MS. ACKERMAN: I beljeve Mr. Childress thinks it is
all my idea, but I have talked to Senator Bradley since

the last few meetings we have had all this week, all
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week, as a matter of fact, and he expressed the same
concern that I have. I have been disabled in the Vietnam
War. Since Senator Bradley wears braces also -- He was
in the war. He was a commander there, and ocur main
concern, on a lot of this, not just the minerals, but if
I cannot walk in those mountains, any doctor can tell you
I could not. If we cannot, there is people like Mr.
Pfrimmer here that there is no way they can go and see it
without a vehicle, and he feels, as I do. It would be
discrimination against elderly and the handicapped.

Thank you.

MR. McCLURE: Thank you. Is there anyone else who
wishes to speaks? Yes, sBir.

MR. ACKERMAN: Mr. Chairman, and members of the
board, my name is LeRoy Ackerman. What I have to say
here, this last year there is companies we had interested
here in the areas west of here. About two years ago I
took them out, and did not pay any attention to them.
Geologists came and looked at it, I sent them to
different states. I don't remember where. In your
meeting, companies in development of minerals and the
copper companies and so on did not think too much about
it.

Finally we got word that they were interested

in this mineral. They wanted to know where this and that
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and what as far as what the development of plants to
process the mineral and the feasibility of getting the
minerals out of the state, at the easiest way, or to ship
and so on,

So what I told them is that this mineral was in
an area where they have got access to the Southern
Pacific Railroad, and the feasibility of getting it out
without damaging the land; land would be stripped and
land put back in place, and had Interstate 8 here to take
it out, all this mineral.

I walked these mountains all the way through
all the time; walked them, slept in them; stayed there
for weeks at a time up in here, and come into Wellton or
Tacna or wherever, Yuma, to get supplies, and that is why
I know what I'm talking about, because the mineral
interested them, They wanted to put a plant in here. I
thought it would make more work in this area here, say,
for the copper industry down in Ajo and different places
and around here. It should help in some ways; then
should make some taxes for state and, naturally, the
federal government in these areas that there was several
minerals of value they wanted.

I cataloged 24 minerals myself. I am no
geologist. I am just a person. I have been around oil

and gasg, and worked in the coal mines of our own at home
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in order to get our coal out we need, and worked in
agriculture because we had farms, I have owned
construction equipment of different types and semitrucks.
So I know a lot. I trucked for the industrial areas in
steel and also appliances and that. So I have a little
knowledge of that end there, too, but while I worked in
the mountains there, I tried to preserve your areas 80
that there would not be a big lawsuit on my part for the
work I done in there.

When we first went in there, we went in, a
group of businessmen in there, and opened up this land,
and they were interested in what they had to do to get
through this, and I told them we had to put in a plan of
intent.

So we went to the Yuma office and stayed there.
They went up, just like they was in the o0il and gas
business, and stated what they was going to use it for,
and they asked: What are they going to use for, and they
said they were going to take in D-8s and whatnot, bigger
egquipment, Right away the man -- Naturally, if I was in
the same predicament, if I was in his shoes, flew off the
handle. He said: Well it will be a $1,000,000 bond to
start with, and so I expected it, the way they went in
and talked to them.

So we went down the hall, after we got our

BARRY & GRUMLEY
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maps, and looked at the area; explained what we were
going to do. I did government work back when, in
Colorado and other states there in the high mountains, as
high as -- close to 11,000 foot on roads and other work
for the benefit for industries and forestries and parks,
for cattle grazing and so on, access to the area.

And so after we talked it over awhile, then, 1I
wrote out a plan of intent there, and I figured out
that -- That was new to me at that time, for this state
here. I knew what it was in Colorado; there for certain
areas, and so he looked it over. He okayed it. Then he
dropped the bond, and we never had any trouble with the
BLM or anybody from that time on.

So I was satisfied there, but we have covered
that area. We had gone out with a vehicle. Usually we
run the washes in there as near as we could. I could see
where Patton's men had worked on their maneuvers across
that land; would still show up, but as long as you travel
the washes and that, and did not tear up too much -~-

Your BLM representative here at the time was
Lance was his first name. His last name is hard to
pronounce; you remember him, though, at that time, but we
got along good. I seen your helicopter and the Army
planes and helicopter would fly over. I knew they could

check the area; see what was going on, and I think they
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were satisfied with that work so far, because when they

‘put the powerline across there, the area, through the

mountain range and across here to the power plant or the
nuclear plant, they used the same roads we built through
there. They improved them.

I was afraid at the time that I was cutting too
much., When they went in, they cut where they bring the
semis in, and trim the way they wanted to, that wide. So
I thought, well ~-- I felt a little better after they went
through and seen what they done.

When I worked at home, I had a man working for
me., I expected his tracks for the machine to be evened
out, no cuts., When you back off of a yard or industrial
lot, you grade it’dovn to blacktop or whatever. A lot of
men had a habit of turning the machine around real gquick
when they loaded it out. They did more damage than they
meant to do when they loaded it out. I seen that happen
in these mountains where the men was careless. I seen
other work done over the years and miners have done with
the equipment was good. I mean, they were careful. That
is one thing I do know in that area there. My people do
a lot of your work in this area, now, on Interstate 10,
on sewer, water and buildings and the proposed ag
construction company and some ag companhiegs in there. I

forgot their names. It is under that.
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So I have learned a lot through that other work
through there, So all I can say is we need this land
around that area as near as we can to develop for mining,
and hope that taxes will override what the wilderness
benefits would be, and they can themselves take care of
the land.

That is all I have to say.

MR. McCLURE: Thank you, Mr. Ackerman, Yes, sir.
Do you wish to speak?

MR. PFRIMMER: Yes.

MR. McCLURE: S§Sure.

MR. PFRIMMER: Paul Pfrimmer is my name. I am from
old Stantonville, the o0ld ghost town of Stanton, 10 miles
east of Congress. I get my mail out of Congress. So it
is not guite so bad.

The one think I am interested in here is oil
and gas in Arizona. It is supposed to be a dry state,
but it isn't. I have found seven gushers plumb full of
0il, and I want to open up one this summer sometime if
things come through like I expect it, and this I think
all but one structure will rival the East Texas oilfield,
which is8 10 miles wide and 40 miles long. That covers 40
sections.

Now, this big one, that is here in Arizona,

will cover 140 sections once we get started. That is a
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lot of o0il and natural gas; will cover 500 sections. It
is tremendous. That is all there is to it, and what I'm
worried about is: How much wilderness areas will cover
some of these places.

Now, I think I better quit. This is the first
time I ever got up before anybody.

MR. McCLURE: Thank you, Mr. Pfrimmer.

MR. PFRIMMER: I think I better sit down.

MR, McCLURE: 1Is there anyone else who wishes to
speak this evening? If not, I want to thank all of you
for attending. Your views will be part of the permanent
record, which will remain open for further statements or
letters until May 2nd, 1985.

Again, if you wish to write, you should address
your letter to the District Manager, Bureau of Land
Management, Phoenix District Office, 2015 West Deer
Valley Road, Phoenix, Arizona 85027,

This hearing is hereby closed.

(The hearing adjourned at approximately 7:45 p.m.)
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that I was present at
hearing before the Bureau of Land Management
matter of the Lower Gila South Planning Area

Phoenix District; that I made a stenographic

the public
in the
of the

recorqd of

all proceedings had and adduced before said Bureau upon

said hearing; and the foregoing 26 pages constitute a

full, true and accurate transcript of the same, all to

the best of my skill and ability.
DATED this 15th day of March, 198S5.

BONNIE SUMIDA
Court Reporter
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UNITED FOUR WHEEL
DRIVE ASSOCIATIONS

of U.S. and CANADA
Tucson, A% 857C4

Mr. iarlyn V. Jones, District ianager
Dureau of Land i‘anagement Phoenix District - sl
2015 V. Deer Valley .

Phoenix, AZ 585027 Feb. 12, 1985

Dear Mr. Jones:

I have just coupleted a review of your "Lower Gila Soutl: Jraft RMP & LIS".
Altlough you apparently used sound professional judgement in many of your resource
management decisions there are some decisions that illustrate a preponderance of
political servitude. I am of course referring to your recoimendations for "wild-
erness”. You recommend "wilderness" in 4 1'SA's (2-125, 2-128, 2-142/144 & 2-172)
totalling more than 182,750 acres. These decisions do not reflect the same obj-
ectiity you displayed in evaluating the suitability of USA's that you rejected.
from wilderness consideration. The same objective criteria that you used to find
other WSA's as "unsuitable" exist in these 4 USA's that you say are "suitable".
Each of these "SA's has significant mineral/gepthermal potential and many miles
of "roads". Most of areas are severely intruded by "roads" and two of the units
at least are absolutely bisected by roads while another is nearly bisected by a
"cherrystemmed" "road".

In view of the recently enacted AZ Vilderness Act thsse 4 wSA's add little
to the diversity of the existing MWPS. By your own admission ''no new ecosystems
would be added to the 'WPS". So why are you even suggesting that these poor grade
1SA's be considered for "wilderness"? Is it because you have been given some qouta
of wilderness to dream up? Ts it political pressures demanding a mininum wilderness
for RLM?

I believe these NSA's be left under nultiple-use manarement. In this way
the existing 93.55 miles of "vehicle ways" and 6 miles of "roads" could be util-
ized by a much larger segment of the public. Vou estimate that some "4650 visitor
days/year of recreation use” will occur with "wilderness". From other BIM studies
(Yuma Dist. Draft RMP/EIS 1985) vehicular recrcational uses exceed 1.8 million
visitor davs/year. You indicate that wilderness recreation would relate to "$17,763
annual expenditures". 'hereas other vehicular recreational estimates indicate a
aross revenue of some 6620 nillion (BEM:1985). Your own estirates indicate that
"10,000 visitor days use vitkir the SA's nou" ard T assert tlat 207 of this iz
vekicilar recreation frov yaur aieicsions of 26,5 i1 of "vays' and 7.35 iiles
Af “roads”, Your estinate of each "vilderness” visitor spending $7.64/day” may he
accurate and your total value of “wilderress” recreation of ¢17,763/year nay be
accurate, ell T assure you that 10,000 vehicular recreationists will spend more
than $7.6%/day, but even at that vou have a value of over $76,000,

Lastly, vou seem to have gone to a great deal of effort to detail "wilderness”

in this FIS and hou multiple-use will be totally detrimental. If I didn't know
better I could say you showed prejudice. e both know that with today's laws and
regulations governing multiple-use your professional expertise would adequately
protect any 'unique" qualities these "wilderness areas" may possess. ’

. Thank you for hearing me out. I hope my comments are taken as constructive
criticism. If there are any questions, or I can be of any assistance please czll
on me at any tine.
Sincgrely,
CC: AZ Assoc. 4¥D Clubs
Dean 3ibles, St i S Director Land-Use
REsPrc PROTEET LAND ENJOY: LAND. WA TERSIBUNTAINS, AND SUN RESOURCES

Response - Letter 1

The Bureau acted in accordance to law and
established policy in recognizing the
need for "cherrystemming" roads or other
man-made features. Though the boundaries
of a WSA containing "cherrystems" may be
irregular as a result of such corridors,
Section 603(a) of FLPMA did not specify a
particular shape for an area that may be
recommended for wilderness designation.

Information contained in BLM's
"Wilderness Public Opinion Survey”
published October 1983 revealed that
wilderness visitors spent an average of
$18.86 per person on wilderness trips
lasting an average of 2.47 days. Thus,
each person was found to spend an average
of $7.63 per 24 hour visitor day. On a
12 hour visitor day basis, expenditures
would amount to $3.81 per 12 hour visitor
day which was rounded to $4.00 per 12
hour visitor day in this EIS.
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February 23, 1985

Mr. Marlyn V. Jones

District Manager, Bureau of Land Management
Phoenix District Office

2015 W. Deer Valley Road

Phoenix, Arizona 85027

Re: The Lower Gila South Draft
Resource Management Plan

Dear Mr. Jones,

The acreage the BLM plans to recommend for designation as wilderness in
the Lower Gila South Area is grossly inadequate. The BLM proposal would
provide neither adequate recreation for Arizona's burgeoning population nor
adequate habitat to protect the area's unique ecosystems. I most strongly
urge you to adopt the Environmental Protection alternative, which would
confer wilderness status to all 12 Wilderness Study Areas. At the very least,
the 380,000 acres containing crucial desert bighorn and desert tortoise habitat
should be granted wilderness status.

Before discussing the BLM recommendations for the individual Wilderness
Study Areas, I would like to make several general points regarding the BLM
draft.

1. During the next two decades, the population of Arizona's major
metropolitan areas will double or triple. The areas protected by wilderness
status must therefore be vastly increased if the state's residents are to be
able to enjoy these desert lands in near-pristine conditions. Even now, the
wilderness areas immediately accessible to residents of Phoenix and Tucson
are overtaxed; the Superstition Wilderness, the Pusch Ridge Wilderness, and
Saguaro National Monument are all overrun by hikers, except in the very worst
weather. This excessive pressure both endangersthe ecosystems involved and
degrades the visitors' wilderness experience. Obviously, we need a great
expansion of the wilderness system, and the BLM areas are particularly important
in this regard because of their proximity to Phoenix, Tucson and Southern
California. As a practical matter, most wilderness trips are taken on a day
off or, at best, on a spare weekend, which is enough time to visit Lower Gila
South wilderness areas but not enough time to visit, say, the Grand Canyon.

2. In the draft Resources Management Plan the BLM rejects wilderness
status for most areas because "they do not have unique wilderness values" or
"other wilderness areas are planned nearby." Such illogical arguments are a
variation on the "If you've seen one tree, you've seen them all" philosophy
and fail to address the basis issues at hand:

a) As noted by many sources, including the National Wildlife Federation,
habitat loss is the greatest threat to American wildlife, and this is especially
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true in the fast-growing Southwest. Establishment of small, isolated pre-

serves provides very little long term protection for the ecosystems and

individual species. For instance, desert bighorns must have free access 3__1
across bajadas and valleys separating individual mountain ranges in order

to maintain diversity in the gene pool and protect against catastrophic

destruction of individual populations (e.g. by disease). It is therefore

critically important that large, near-contiguous areas have wilderness

protection.

b) The recreational value of wilderness areas is critically dependent
on the availability of sufficient wilderness areas and acreage to handle the
people who wish to use them. The presence or absence of "unique features" is
irrelevant when a visitrspends his whole trip falling over fellow hikers.
Since solitude in a natural setting is the great benmefit of a wilderness trip,
it is again the size and availability of wilderness areas that counts.

3. The BIM recommends against wilderness status in several study areas
because trains could occasionally be heard. That's silly. The East and
West sections of Saguaro National Monument (both wilderness areas) are
constantly being overflown by commercial airliners approaching or leaving
Tucson International Airport. Because of the aircraft, the wilderness exper-
ience is less than perfect, but it is infinitely better than no wilderness
experience at all, Wilderness areas close to population centers, railways, 3_2
and major highways will naturally tend to be affected by the sounds of
civilization, but even so, these wilderness areas are by far the most
important source of wilderness recreation to most people, since they can be
visited frequently. My wife and I greatly value the week we spend each year
in the Grand Canyon backcountry, but as a practical matter, we derive far
more pleasure and relaxation from the Pusch Ridge and Saguaro National
Monument wilderness areas, despite their less-than-pristing character, simply
because we can visit them twice a week on spare afternoonms.

4. In the proposed Resource Management Plan, the BLM frequently
excludes from wilderness areas acreage which "may be difficult to manage
because of . . . easy accessibility." Here the BLM is taking the wrong
point of view: Having a wilderness area which is imperfectly protected is
infinitely preferable to abandoning - the area to long-term ecological disaster.

5. The BLM RMP consistently excludes bajadas and valleys from proposed
wilderness areas, claiming that they do not offer the recreational opportunities
that mountains do, on the assumption that "rugged topography" is an intrinsic
virtue. Such a view is extremely shortsighted. The bajadas and valleys are
ecologically interesting in their own right and provide tremendous recreational
opportunities for hikers, bird and animal watchers, and photography buffs who
want to spend a few leisurely hours amid the wonders of the Sonoran Desert.
Older persons and those with limited physical capacity can easily enjoy such
areas.

Bajada and valley areas also allow hikers to find
solitude easily, even during heavy visitor use, since one can wander up a
wash or across country, In the mountains, on the other hand, off-trail travel
is difficult and tends to cause erosion and damage to vegetatiom.

Response - Letter 3

BLM's Wilderness Study Policy states that
an area must be capable of being
effectively managed to preserve its
wilderness character. Only those areas
which can be managed as wilderness over
the long term will be recommended as
wilderness. Areas with easy ORV access
and a lack of natural or man-made
barriers will be difficult to manage as
wilderness over the long term.

Large portions of WSA's with desert
bajada and valleys have been recommended
as suitable for wilderness in the
Proposed Action., Large acreages of this
desert landform are found in the
Eagletail Mountains, Woolsey Peak and
Tabletop Mountains WSAs.
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6. In the proposed RMP, some areas are deprived of wilderness designation
because of potential mineral deposits. That is unjustified. All of the wilder-
ness study areas in the Lower Gila South area combined constitute less than one
percent of the land area of Arizona, so closing these areas to mining or other
development certainly would cause no significant economic loss. The recreation
and habitat protection which would be provided by wilderness designation are
vastly more important.

Comments on the BLM's Proposed Action for each of the individual Wilderness
Study Areas follow.

New Water Mountains: The Proposed Action would only protect two-thirds
of the WSA's crucial bighorn habitat, even though "This WSA has the highest
bighorn density of the 12 WSAs studied" (p. 130). The area also provides
outstanding hiking and backpacking opportunities and is contiguous with the
proposed Kofa Wilderness. The entire New Water Mountains WSA should be pro-
tected as wilderness.

Little Horn Mountains West: The entire WSA is crucial bighorn sheep
habitat and should be given wilderness protection, especially since it is
contiguous with the much larger Little Horn Mountains WSA. 3-3

Little Horn Mountains: The BLM itself notes that this WSA offers
outstanding opportunities for both solitude and primitive recreation, contains
strikingly scenic geologic features, and is a major bighorn use area. I there-
fore find incomprehensible the BLM's recommendation against wilderness designa--
tion. The entire 90,430 acreas should be protected as wilderness,

Eagletail Mountains: The BLM's Proposed Action would return 46,835 acres
to multiple use to "improve manageability." Forget manageability -- imperfectly
protected wilderness is vastly preferable to no protection at all. The entire
WSA should be recommended for wilderness status.

East Clanton Hills: The BLM's Proposed Action recommends against protection
for the WSA because of alleged mining potential and because the southern portion
of the WSA is not mountainous and therefore lacks "primitive recreational
opportunities." I thoroughly disagree, and the BIM's own data contradict
their assessment of this area. In Table S-4 of the RMP, the potential for
mineral development in this area is described as "low." The potential economic
benefits of development are therefore inconsequential, while wilderness designa-
tion for the area would protect crucial desert bighorn and tortoise habitat and
provide outstanding wilderness recreation. The BLM's assertion that valleys
and bajadas aren't worth protecting is wrong. As I noted earlier, unspoiled
bajadas and valleys provide tremendous recreational opportunities, and at least
part of the BLM resource staff apparently agrees: "The (Hyder) valley's
vegetation, desert swales, and numerous washes provide excellent screening.

In addition, the size of this expansive plain provides the hiker with a sense
of total seclusion" (p. 140). That's just the right kind of place for a
leisurely hike in the desert. It should be protected as wilderness.

The EIS stated that the most out
primitive recreation opportunitj
found in the WSA's northern half
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Face Mountain: The BLM justifies the Proposed Action with the statement
that "the opportunity for solitude alone does not justify" wilderness status,
I disagree. Solitude is the primary goal of most wilderness visitors, and
the Face Mountain WSA provides it in abundance. In addition, visitor access
is good and 'Visitor use concentrations are unlikely" (p., 142). Since the
WSA includes no significant potential mineral deposits, no existing or pending
rights-of-way, and no great grazing conflict, the best use of the area would
be realized by granting it wilderness protection.

Signal Mountains: The BLM concedes that this WSA meets all wilderness
criteria, provides outstanding solitude and primitive recreational opportunities,
and contains crucial bighorn and tortoise habitat. Furthermore, wilderness
designation would cause no signiﬂant mining or livestock grazing conflicts.
The BLM's refusal to recommend wilderness status is therefore completely
incomprehensible. The arguments provided by the BLM for their multiple-use
recommendation are all either specious or inconsequential, as noted below
(all quotes from p. 108):

a) "All (wilderness characteristics) are found to an equal ... degree in
other Lower Gila South WSAs recommended for designation. . . Wildlife habitat
for desert tortoise and desert bighorn also occur in more abundance in other
WSAs." Totally irrelevant., Both the recreational enjoyment of wilderness
visitors and the survival of bighorn and tortoise populations are critically
dependent on the amount of acreage devoted to wilderness, as noted earlier.
The paucity of acreage recommended by the BLM for wilderness status is
inadequate to meet the recreational needs of Arizona's growing population and
will guarantee the demise of bighorn and tortoise populations isolated by
development and habitat degradation.

b) "Moreover, solitude is frequently disrupted by the noise of numerous
trains along the WSA's northwest border." This statement conflicts with the
BIM's own statement (p. 145) that "Solitude opportunities are occasionally
disrupted by the sounds of passing trains." It also demonstrates the absence
of any reasonable justification for the BLM's proposed actiom.

Signal Mountain would be an outstanding addition to the nation's wilderness
system and should certainly be recommended for wilderness status.

Woolsey Peak: The entire WSA should be given wilderness protection.
The 12,930 acre eastern border which the BLM recommends for multiple use
should be included in the wilderness area, if only as a buffer zome to
protect against adverse impacts from development of the private lands to the
east.

North Maricopa Mountains: This WSA richly deserves wilderness designation.
It offers outstanding opportunities for solitude, hiking, backpacking, and
wildlife observations within a short distance of Arizona's major metropolitan
areas. In addition, wilderness status would protect 40,000 acres of crucial
desert bighorn and desert tortoise habitat. The BLM's argument that this WSA
would be difficult to manage as wilderness is unconvincing: As noted earlier,
imperfect protection is a vast improvement over no protection. Even with no
active enforcement, wilderness designation alone can have a salutary effect
toward environmental protection.

Page Five

South Maricopa Mountains: This area should certainly be given wilderness
status. This WSA provides outstanding recreational opportunities close to the
state's major metropolitan areas. Furthermore, it contains 42,800 acres of
crucial bighorn and tortoise habitat. The contention in the Proposed Alternative
that appreciable "mineral potential" is present is wrong. In table S-4 both
"Mineral Potential" and "Mineral Development Potential" for this WSA are rated
as "low," and on p. 151 it is noted that "there are no known mineral
occurrences of economic porportions in the WSA." Apparently, the BLM recommenda-
tion against wilderness status is simply based on a feeling among the officials
in charge that "the NWPS has 609,667 acres of land with similar characteristics
already designaged, and 1.3 million acres of similar lands administratively
endorsed as wilderness," and that should be enough. Such reasoning is clearly
false, as noted earlier. Further wilderness areas are required both to provide
recreational opportunites for Arizona's growing population and to protect the
remaining undamaged Sonoran Desert ecosystems in southern Arizonma.

In the Proposed Alternative it is also contended that "Much of the WSA
is relatively flat bajada offering little to the primitive recreationist."
That is totally wrong. As I noted above, the South Maricopa bajadas can
offer tremendous recreational opportunities, and this is confirmed on p. 151
of the RMP/EIS: "Opportunities for hiking are found in densely vegetated
flatter areas as well as on the more difficult, rocky mountain slopes . . .
The topographic relief found in the WSA provides the backpacker, horseman and
photographer with a variety of places to explore with a minimal chance of
encountering others."

Butterfield Stage Memorial: This WSA, which is essentially contiguous
with the North Maricopa and South Maricopa WSAs, should be given wilderness
status to provide continuity between the two larger WSAs. This would increase
the value of all three areas to the indigenous bighorn and tortoise populations
and would increase recreational opportunities for backpackers. Since this
WSA has a low potential for minerals, no record of mineral production, no
inholdings, no proposed utility corridors, and mo significant rangeland
developments, wilderness designation would cause absolutely no adverse impacts.

In summary, I strongly urge that all 12 WSAs be recommended by the BLM for
wilderness designation. Protection of these last unspoiled tracts of Sonoran

desert would ensure continued hiking, camping, and "nature-watching" opportunities

for Arizona's growing population while providing a chance of survival for the
unique species inhabiting these areas. No significant negative economic impact
would result from such wilderness designation, as demonstrated by the tables

in the RMP/EIS. On the other hand, releasing these areas for development
would inevitably result in the destruction of many of the most beautiful and
awesome areas of the desert southwest.

Sinc;eiy,/ .

Dr. Paul Hintzen
5750 Camino Esplendora #237
Tucson, Arizona 85718
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Eouila, Arizona 35320

District ranager,

Bure.u of Land iin.genent
Yhoenix, Iistrict Office
2015 s Deer Velley ..I,

Phoenix, Arizona 35027

Dear Sirs

I belive all of this land should stay .Juliiple
nise,

Here's Yhys

Ls a Toxziyer, wino used to live in the Desert
(25 years 215 %W T 1 5) vho rawaped or sulled
vater by hang Jor the Vildlife (thats not
the.e since you peonle closed the wells dovm)
Bighorn Sheep, in the iot dry spells cane

to our well to drink. Deer ceme right up %o

the House if the tenk was enpty, to zet o

drink!

Birds were all over! Sunakes ¢ Gila ilonsters

cane to drink!

Sow you cca 3o out there, ( I wes last iay; )
the.e werg A3 Deer,no rove, no Bighorn,

no Snakes or Gile Monsters, just two or
three Birds,

If you ure wondepring who.I um, I'n Sandra
Hovatter, Ve Built Hovatter road, Jaintained
it by hand, when tke grader didn't make it,
Also I have a Father anc a Sister buried out
fhere, and I vant to be gble to go see their
graves!

So I think this Country should be open to

the people, I like space as auch or more

than anybody. But have you looied at a State

Jdap latey? You have State land, Jational
Parks, State Parks, National Game Panges,
Military Zanges, Indian lands, so when you
get through that Coesn't leave much land to
just go out and do your thing onl

So MULYIPLE USE IT SHOULD BE 13!

Sincerely
W’-\J W{

Sandrs L. Moore - Formerly Sandra L. Hovaiter
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BLM PHOENIX DISTRICT

1285

6 516 V. Fillmore —PA
Phoenix, Arizona 85043  — ADMIN

March 11, 1985 —RES

District Manager

Bureau of Land Management
Phoenix District office
2015 W. Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85027

Dear Sir:

I wish to comment on the proposed "conversion" of public, or
multiple-use, lands into wilderness areas.

First, let me state that I spent eighteen years of my life
living out in the desert, with our nearest neighbors being 42 miles
away. Hence, I know firsthand of what I write.

The wilderness Act as originally written would prohibit most,
if not all, of this lend being declared wilderness. Most areas have
roads, mining, etc., in them; what is left is too small an acreage.
Has the law been "reinterpreted" to allow this theft of our lands?

This state already has much land withdrawn into State Land, wil-
derness, Refuges, Parks, and Preserves of all types. why should
what little is left be effectively taken from the people? Nearly all
of this land is inaccessable by any means except the automobile; how
is anyone going to be able to enjoy the serenity, the beauty, of the
desert, if this land is stolen through being illegally seized as wil-
derness?

I thought our government was " by the people, for the people,"
How is this either by or for the people?! Please, PLEASE do not
allow this to happen!

Most sincerely,

Jearc /{WUL
Tean Speer (Hovatter)

NOILVNIQHOOO ANV NOILVLINSNOOD - G
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ARIZONA OFFICE OF
oFice ECONOMIC PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

Beth S. Jarman, Ph.D., Executive Director ® (602) 255-5371
BRUCE BABBITT

RECT‘IVnD

B, EHOENX prg;
PHTENIX ARusny

m MAR2S 1985
B0 2,8,4,

OFF,

MEMORANDUM ‘

TO: Bureau of Land Management, Phoenix District Office
FROM: Arizona State Clearinghouse

DATE: March 22, 1985

RE: DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE LOWER GILA

SOUTH RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN - RMP/EIS
SAT NO: AZ 85-80-0011

This memorandum is in response to the above project submitted to the
Arizona State Clearinghouse for review,

The project has been reviewed pursuant to the Executive Order 12372
by certain Arizona State officials and Regional Councils of Government.

The Standard Form 424 is attached along with any comments that were
received for submission with the project.

Attachments

cc: Arizona State Clearinghouse
Applicant

Executive Tower 4th Floor ® 1700 West Washington ® Phoenix, Arizona 85007

SIGNOEF EQIBIT A 4

OMS Approvel No. 0348-0008

|
ATE  Ja NUMSER

2 AP, | HUMBER 2

‘ W::EDERAI. ASSISTANCE ﬁ RMPJELS 'y 85-80-0011
.zmwou O womce oF wrewt ormonayy | DEN™ o _ ¥ L o DATE
ey G e " "'m w0
baz) -

4. LEGAL APPUCANT/RECIPENT S. EMPLOYER IDENTWICATION NUMBER (EIN)
& Agpicant Neme Bureau of Land Management
b Organasean Urd Phoenix District Office [ .
< SreaPO, Box 2015 West Deer Valley Road o ammsen || |5]°b [9lo ]
acy @ Courny
‘Phoenix prap—— a
! S ‘Arizona 8P Code g50)7 MATAR
R Cortact bron (et 5311 Carter, (602) 863-4464 & TME  por/BLM
& Telephame Na.)
gr,mammmmwanm-w‘.mmuu 8. TYPE OF APPLICANT/RECIENT
3| poect) DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE ——— m...
WER GILA SOUTH RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN - This draft EIS rema— ..-v—
scribes and analyzes five alternatives for managing the [=- 2P FEDERAL AGEN _
gyblic lands in the Lower Gila South RMP/EIS.area. Ensur eppreprass iomer | K]
p
[ AREA OF PROJECT TPACT (Names o aties. areane, aet. oo 10. ESTIMATED NUMBER | 11. TYPE OF ASSISTANCE
4 Paz, Maricopa, Pima, Pinal & Yuma Co.'s, |OF PERSONS seneFmnG|itmo= ——
g Arizona Gt oty m
iz PROPOSED FUNONNG ]u CONGAESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF: 14. TYPE OF APPLICATION
AL s o0 & APPUCANT & PROJECT B PRI
b. JPPUCANT .00 17. TYPE OF CHANGE (Far 14e @ 14}
e STATE 00| 18 PROJECT START 16 PROJECT o e—y—el
a L 0 OATE  yr monst day OURATION O—Cumeess Oumien
19 Months Lt
o OTHER 20 & CATE DUE TO Yo mmit dey o oy
s Tow s 00| PEDERAL AGENCY » "
18, FEDERAL AGENCY TO RECEIVE REQUEST ureau of Land Management 20. EXISTING FEDERAL GRANT
'« ORGANZATIONAL UNIT (¥ APPRCPRIATEY B ADMINISTRATIVE CONTAGT (F =
Phoenix District Office Blll Carter
< ADORESS 21. REMARKS ACOED
2015 West Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85027
To e best of my WOwiedge end bebei.| & 7 7 Wi AVAWABLE TO THE STATE
§ime - o P NRIEER STTIPOCISATIN REVIEW O
5| ppucant are tus et caect, e document haal  DATE
£|cennmes been duly authoried by e govering)
HE body of he awieant and e epplcant]
€ » NO, sveo. 1z O
¥ # e assivanes @ aooroved. cnmmnm SELECTED 8Y STATE FOR revew (1
¥

AGENCY ACTION

SECTION W—FEDERAL

424103

STAMDARO FORM 424 PAGE 1 (Rov. 4-84)
Praxridud by OMB Circvier 4-102
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

HIGHWAYS DIVISION
206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007

BRUCE BABBITT
Governor

WILLIAM A. ORDWAY
Director

February 28, 1985 CHARLES L. MILLER

State Engineer

Ms. Louise Fehr

Arizona State Clearinghouse
1700 West Washington Street
Room 505

Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Re: Bureau of Land Management
Lower Gila South Resource
Management Plan/
Environmental Impact Statement
Phoenix District, Arizona - Draft
( SAI#85-80-0011)

Dear Ms. Fehr:

Please find attached the campleted State Clearinghouse comment form on the
referenced document. The Arizona Department of Transportation has prelimin-
arily reviewed this RMP/EIS and plans to attend the March 12, 1985, public
hearing in Phoenix.

The Bureau of Land Management's proposed action does not appear to affect exist-
ing ADOT Maintenance and Five-Year Construction Programs. The four Wilderness
Study Areas, New Water Mountains, Eagletail Mountains, Woolsey Peak, and Table
Top Mountains proposed for designation appear to have boundaries sufficiently
removed from existing highways so as to not affect possible future roadway
widenings or realignments. ADOT does have long range concerns regarding pro-
posed land disposal of parcels along the State Highway routes and designating
utility corridors following highway alignments.

Following the public hearing, ADOT will provide detailed written comments to
the Bureau of Land Management.

Very truly yours,

LIP A. SHUCET, ager
Environmental Planning Services

PAS:MRD:eh

Enclosure

cc: Bob Darr, TPD “
o

HIGHWAYS . AERONAUTICS MOTOR VEHICLE b PUBLIC TRANSIT . ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES  © TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

Comment Form To Be Completed by Reviewing Agency

State Application Identilser (SAI}

TO: "._B()ﬁms smnAZNcBS—QO-OOll

Pobert J. Darr

Advanced Planning Section Transportation
Uepartment of Transportation Mineral Re:.
206 S. 17th Ave., Room 3108 (;:me&&ﬂiii
Phoenix, AZ 85007 Ag. & |
Water
FROM: Arizona State Clearinghouse Parks
1700 West Washington Street, Room 505 Land

i 11,1V, V
Phaoenix, Arizona 85007 Region I,11,1V,

This project is referred to you for review and comment. Please evaluate as

to the following questions. After completion, return THiS FORM AND ONE
XEROX COPY to the Clearinghouse no lster than 17 WORKING DAYS from
the date noted above. Please contact the Clearinghouse at 255-5004 if you
need further information or additional time for review.

D No comment on this project D Proposal is supported as written ECommems as indicated below

1. Is project consistent with your agency goals and objecxives?m Yes D No D Not Relative to this agency

2. Does project contribute to statewide and/or areawide goals and objectives of which you are familiar?@ Yes D No

3. s there overlap or duplication with other state agency or local responsibilities and/or goals and objecuves’E] Yes D No

4. Will project have an adverse effect on existing programs with your agency or within project impact area’DYes E! No
(See attached letter)

6.  Does project violate any rules or regulations of your agency? D Yes No

6.  Does project adequately address the intended effects on target population? E] Yes D No

7. Is project in accord with existing applicable laws, rules or regulations with which you are familiar? E Yes D No

Additional Comments {Use back of sheet, if necessary):

nev.ewerssé% /W ' Do 2/28/85
7 / vV

Tite Manager, Envirommental Planning Services Telephone 255-7767

NOILVYNIQHOOO ANV NOILVLINSNOD - §
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Statz 2 pplic: tinn Idenufier (SAI)
TO: - ; Y
EBOb‘m SmeAZNoBS‘SO"OOlI
Transportation
Director Mineral Res. .
Agriculture & Horticulture Dept, Game & Fish st
421 Capitol Annex West Ag. & Hort.
Phoenix, AZ 85007 Health ;
Water ;
FROM: Arizona State Clearinghouse Parks ’
1700 West Washington Street, Room 505 Land

. v
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 Region I,II,IV,

This project is referred to you for review and comment. Please evaluate as

to the following questions. After completion, return THIS FORM AND ONE
XEROX COPY to the Clearinghouse no later than 17 WORKING DAYS from
the date noted above. Please contact the Clearinghouse at 255-5004 if you
need further information or additional time for review.

D Proposal is supported as written mComments as indicated below

D No comment on this project

1. Is project consistent with your agency goals and objectivesD Yes D No D Not Relative to this agency

2. Does project contribute to statewide and/or areawide goals and objectives of which you are familiar?D Yes D No
3. Is there overlap or duplication with other state agency or local responsibilities and/or goals and objectives’D Yes D No

4, Will project have an adverse effect on existing programs with your agency or within project impact area?DYes D No

5.  Does project violate any rules or regulations of your agency? D Yes D No

6. Does project adequately address the intended effects on target population? D Yes D No

7. Is project in accord with existing applicable laws, rules or regulations with which you are familiar? D Yes D No

Additional Comments (Use back of sheet, if necessary): ) .
B Cotiuse b gk ok Commarsisn. W/ ﬂz.ul
ﬂw Msfzz%/—%oflu//?u?am, VS e e

M}]M Date__ 3~ ]l-fg

Reviewers Signature

February 8, 1985

o wm !

&

g."““{:.

Mr. Marlyn V. Jones.
District Manager

Bureau of Land Management
Phoenix District Office
2015 W. Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, AZ 85022

ARIZONA
STATE

PARKS Lowa Gila Soutn P’“"""’ firea_

1888 WEST ADAMS STREET Re: Draft Resource Management Plan

Title A//M(/d:,, /l/mvdéituh Telephone 0?55‘ Z ?3 23

PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85007
TELEPHONE 602-255-4174

BRUCE BABBITT
QOVERNOR

STATE PARKS
BOARD MEMBERS

PRISCILLA ROBINSON
CHAIR

TuCson

GWEN ROBINSON

VICE CHAIR
Yuma

REESE G. WOODLING
SECRETARY
TuCson

ELIZABETH A. DRAKE
PHOEMX

DUANE MILLER
SEOONA

RAY MOLERA
NOGALES

ROBERT K. LANE
STATE LAND COMMISSIONER

MICHAEL A. RAMNES
omgcTon

ROLAND H. SHARER
DEPUTY DIRECTOR

and EIS
DOI-BLM

Dear Mr. Jones:

I have reviewed the draft report submitted for the above pro-
Jject. The report appears to consider adequately the cultural
resources of the project area at this stage of investigation.
Pursuant to 36 CFR, Part 800 of the Advisory Council's requ-
lations ("Protection of Historic and Cultural Properties"),
we look forward to continuing the consultation process re-
garding the cultural resources of this project.

We appreciate your cooperation with this office in complying
with the historic preservation requirements for federal under-
takings. If you have any questions about any of this, please
contact me at (602) 255-4174.

Sincerely,

s f 117}~

Teresa L. Hoffman
Archaeologist

for Donna J. Schober
State Historic Preservation Officer

TLH:rmj

CONSERVANE *NO MANAGING ARIZONA'S HISTORIC PUACES. HISTORIC SITES. AND RECREATIONAL, SCENIC ANO NATURAL AREAS
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Comment Forn To Be Completed by Reviawing Agancy

State Aoplication |dentifier {SAI

TO: . 1 5
FEBOG % sux:AZNo.Bs_sO‘Ooll
. SHPO . Transportation
Arizona State Parks Bosrd Mineral Res.
1688 W. Adams, Rm. 109 Game & Fish
Phoenix, AZ 85007 Ag. & Hort.
Health
Water
FROM: Arizona State Clearinghouse Parks
1700 West Washington Street, Room 505 Land
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 Region I,IL, IV, V

This project is referred to you for review and comment. Please evaluate as

1o the following questions. After completion, return THIS FORM AND ONE
XEROX COPY to the Clearinghouse no later than 17 WORKING DAYS from
the date noted above. Please contact the Clearinghouse at 255-5004 if you
need further information or additional time for review.

on back
D No comment on this project D Proposal is supported as written Comments as indicated Betow—

1. Is project consistent with your agency goals and objectives’[] Yes D No D Not Relative to this agency

2. Does project contribute to statewide and/or areawide goals and objectives of which you are 1amiliar?DYes D No
3. s there overlap or duplication with other state agency or local responsibilities and/or goals and ob]eclives7D Yes D No

4. Will project have an adverse effect on existing programs with your agency or within project impact arm?DYes D No

5. Does project violate any rules or regulations of your agency? D Yes D No

6.  Does project adequately address the intended effects on target population? D Yes D No

7. Isproject in accord with existing applicable laws, rules or regulations with which you are familiar? D Yes [:] No

Additional Comments (Use back of sheet, if necessary}:

1{:7 Docna Schote,
Reviewers Signature « ¢ SHPO Date 2’/2’85

Title heaeeo /D%Y‘S 4 Telephone 955 -4l 7 /

CUTLERY WORLD . g
Colonnade Mall
Phoenix, AZ 85016
2746500

NOILVNIQHOOO ANV NOILVLIINSNOD - &
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Maren 21, lyo»

Pnoenix District BIM
2015 W, Deer Valley Roaa
Pnoenix, AZ o502¢

‘'ne aesignation or wilderness can be our gift to ruture generavions,
1 support wilcerness recommendacions ror the roilowing:

PHOENLX DRAFF Ei>

Wnite Canyon shoula be inclucea because or its unique beauty.

Mv, wilson provices crucial nabitat ror bighorn sneep and 1s surrounaea
Dy lands on three sides ailresay proposed Ior wildlerness in tne Lake
Meaa Recreational Area. It has imporvant wilderness cnarsegerisvics,

COEng mMounvains, ‘nis natural area not only rulrilis ali vne imporvsnt
wilaerness cnargeteristics, buv also hgs T Special status wildalire
species and 8 protectea plLant species,

Bapoquivari Peek, Tnis area has broad puolic Ssupport, tne peax is
sacred TO The Papago lndians, 1itu nas outstandaing nagursl qualities,
and contsins an apundance ol wilalire, You plan to sequire state jand
TO the east to enlarge tTnis unit, We approve your recommendation or
the entire W3SA as yildernsss,

We nope you will aiso i1nclude Hell's Canyon and tne Picacho Mountains
in your wilderness recommendations,

LOWEK GILA SOuln urAry Eis
Livvle Horn Mountains/Liitie Horn Mountains West. These TWO areas

contain remarkable volcanic reatures and two deep canyons, Livvle Horn
West 18 contiguous to the Kors Nationai Wildliire Heruge ares. 'Tnese two
areas fprm important habitat ror both bignorn sheep and aesertv tortoise.

Signai Mountain. Tnis ruggea area snould pe lnciuded in spite o the
tnreat ol mineral develiopment,

Nortn Maricopa Mountains/Butterrieid Stage Memorial, ‘Tnese areas
contain crucial hapstat ror bignorn sneep 8nd deserv tortoise, and also
an aoundance Of prenistoric cultural sitves, Tne areas are tnreatened
oy ort-rosa vehicles, especially i1n riparian wasnes.

We al1s0 would like you to incluace the rollowing areas in your
wilaernees recommendgvions: Tabietop Mounteins Woolsey Peax, New

waver Mountvains, Esgletvail Mountains, East Clanton HiLl8, Face Mountain,
ana goucn Maricopa ﬁGuntams.

I'nhank you ror your consiceravion in tnese mattvers,

Sincerely, z c &‘R‘wﬁﬂa"!'w
Janice d’f“&%ﬂe‘
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March 22, 1985

Phoenix District

Bureau of Land Management
2015 W, Deer Valley Road
Fhoenix, Arizona 85027

Dear Sir:

It has just come to my attention that the Bureau
of Land Management has released its recommendations for
wilderness designation for certain areas in Arizona, and
that public comment on these is being solicited,

I am a native of Arizona and have lived here for
most of my 65 years. The changes during that period, especially
the pressures of population growth, have been tremendous,
With that in mind I urge you to include not only very large
areas for wilderness designation such as the Little Hormn \
Mountains, North and South Maricopa Mountains, Woolsey ~eak,)

.Eagletail Mountains, but also smaller areas like White

Canyon, Coyote Mountain, and Babopuivari Péak (this should
also include 3245 acres of state land that should be acquired
by trade), and Signal Mountains,

Since population is exploding with no end in sight,
we must act now to preserve as much wildlife habitat, scenic
areas, and recreational opportunities as we possibly can.
Possible potential for copper production, oil and gas leases
(not producing) should not stand in the way of protecting
Arizona's unique wild areas, Off road vehicles and grazing
should be strictly controlled so that these beautiful areas are
not destroyed for the pleasure or profit of a few,

Yours truly,

el ot 3 / //
illia.n LongXe,
1729 W, State
Thoenix, Arizona 85021

o

Fespey!
Sopote
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Dr. Walter A, McCleneghan
8612 East Virginia Avenue
Soottedale, Arizona 85257

March 22, 1986.

Phoenix District BLM,
2015 W, Deer Valley Rd.,
Phoenix, AZ 85027

Dear Sirs:

Having read the Environmental Impact Statements on areas in the Phoenix
Distriot authority, I am amazed and chagrined to find that your office --
or, at least, the BIM -- is recommending against 6 out of the 7 be denied
Wilderness olassification, I am writing to urge that all of these specific
areas BE INCLUDED in favorable recormendation.

I refer to those designated as:s WHITE CANYON, Mt. Wilson, Coyote
Mountaing, Baboquivari Peak, Lower Gila » inoluding Little Horn
“Mountains and Little Horn Mowmtains West, Signal Mowntain, and tho/
North Maricopa Mowntains.

Having lived in Arizona from 1936 to 1839 and continuously from 1956
to the present, I imow something of the areas under consideration. While
I em now of an age where I cannot get out and enjoy those places in person
1 surely believe that they should be kept from being commercislized and/or
despoiled, Their commercial development would soon rum out and leave
only despoiled areas. Their preservation can bring joy and love of nature
for generations to come.

I strongly urge your favorable action on each and all of them,

Yours for the future of Arizonma,

Ualtic 9777%1“\&0'&«/

Dr, Walter A. MoCleneghan
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45-1

45-1

23,03,85¢

Subjcet: Comments soout the Draft UIP/ZIS for Lower Glls South,

Summary conclusion: I suprort the No action alternstive

Comnen-s: Your Plannin: Team 1~ bl el in favor of uilderung -
tyne recr-itlon to an vnbolunce. degrec, Thelr Provosed Actlon
recommends a ukonming 189,750 zercs for wilderncss and at thc
surme time do not desiznute or plenoze to m. nare © single uere
for intensc us OV arez. On duge 1 you Jus+ Zismles and orush
agide the whole anecelal 07 Ligh use or 2 dsci-motion 1ssue with

o sinzle serntencs: " Ho arcon hive been ideatified in tie RZ/TI
are: for ORV desiznotion," me Plonnin: Tear does not sve:n hother

to zive uny retionolc in cunrvort of thals negative

Othcr 3L Distrizis huve in their Droft RI's Jesis o zerc e
for hi:h uze ORV play arcaz, dny 10t Paoenix Zistrict?

Sui+ability for wileraco~ rsere tion ic Ilzevszel In rroit detall)
"™is Joes not comc 23 surprisc since the Phoenix Yigirict Cutdooms
R lanners heve not mutlished sny CRY reert tion mparo+ins nrhlagg
in the -ast, ~nly oncn mronotinT other trregcf roerontion,

/e~ 1o sen
Jo1 rico.mend for wildewnucs dezi tion
mlz) bu’ withou* cnyry plinmin~ effort to lex nte

Tour r sort meutloae the OTW-rcluted vizltor duys
that will occur in ur-. .
(re127 for oiw
vh=re ~c displaced RV recrc:itionists will be sent, Desmite
thot BLII regonizes O reercotion us a motter of poliey the
Pl.nning Teun hos adonted a sort of "get lost" attltudc towards
tne OV recreationist in their Druft X5,

Also significant is the akzince from the Draft an ORV lanvsement
Plan and ¥ap, Oould this omission e cawsed by loel of specific
first hand experti.e in ORYV recrcut’onal activities among your

Planning Team merk :rs?
Sincersly, %/147 M

Harry lelts
Box 64
Portuill, ID 83853

Response - Letter 45

ORV high use area designation was not
identified as an issue in the RMP.
However, we will address site specific
needs for ORV designation on a case by
case basis. Please refer to Chapter 1,
Planning Process Overview, pages 1 and 2,
Lower Gila South Draft RMP/EIS. In
addition, see Chapter 2, page 21 and 22,
Recreation Program.
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2407 N. Palomino Court

SRS A b
hok, A
PHE i fe gttt A

Phoenix District Bureau of Land Management z%/ //4’\% /ZZ%ZL/L %ﬂ//éz/&/

2015 W. Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85027 //f /Zé& 5,050 acee,

Dear Sir: %4//4@//4/ /Z 2068 e

1 support wilderness recommendations for the Phoenix EIS and the M - /a 0, 550 acter -
Lower Gila South EIS. — /?{fﬂ Geter

I am particularly interested in the Baboquivari Peak wilderness study <7 %ﬁ% /ZL / ~— WJ /é W

area and support acquisition of the adjacent state land for wilderness

d”::: tii:'::)'on.mt to me that as much wilderness area in Arizona as dZéM Q /AM% W % -
e W%WM/ %

Sincerely,
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STERLING VINSON, Photography

Construction 1940 East 2nd Street
News e Sports Tucson, Arizona 85719
Archaeplogy (602) 326-8583

27 March 1985

Phoenix District, BLM
2015 W, Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, AZ 85027

Gentlemen:

I am writing as a concerned member of the Sierra Club in response to their let-
ter to members of 18 March.

I wish to draw your particular attention to Baboquivari Peak, now a Wilderness
Study Area, with further land accuisition planned by you, and to the Picacho
Mountains, Since I am a resident of Tucson, these areas are especially impor-
tant to me, because they offer me a chance to get into the wilderness on week-
ends. There I can get a bit of peace and quiet and can refresh my spirit through
contact with the natuwal world, For Baboquivari Peak, I hope that you do ac-
quire the additional 3,2L5 acres of land east of the Wilderness Study Area.

As for the Picacho Mountain area, this is a zone nationally known for its desert
wildflowers and also has important historical significance as the site of Arizona's
only battle of the Civil War.

Both areas deserve protection in and of themselves and the citizens of Tucson
deserve these bits of nearby wilderness.

Thanking you, I remain

Sincerely yours,zzfy//

3434 W, Sandalwood Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85745
April 1, 1985

Phoenix District BLM
2015 W, Deer Valley Rd,
Phoenix, AZ 8502p

Dear Sir,

I am writing to be included in public comment on additional
wilderness designations in Arizoma. I particularly support
the additions for Baboquivari Peak and the Picacho Mountains,
I have visited both of these areas and can understand their
potential as areas for preservation of the plant and animal
life as well as the natural terrain,

Other areas being considered. I have not visited but am
well aware of the need for wilderness designation of as many

areas as possible in order not to lose the incalculable value

of the flora and fauna we have in Arizona.

Sincerely,

(Mrs.) Peggie Vincent
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415 So. Zastbo:rne Ave.
Tucson, Arizona 85716
I'arch 29, 1985

Phoenix District BLM
2015 W. Deer Valley Rd.
Phoenix, AZ 85027

Gent lemens
I am writing to comment on the draft EIS for wilderness study
areas in the Phoenix district.

I wish to strongly support the allocation of large areas for
wilderness designation. Wore particularly, the following areas:

¥hite Canyon - 6,968 acres
¥te Wilson -24,821 acres
Coyote lountains - 5,(8( acres
Baboquivari Peak - 2,065 acres
Picacho Mountains - 6,4C0 acres

Your consideration of this recommendation is appreciated.

tmlv? yours,
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blue moon photography
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Horb McRaynolds
550 Blackbird Roost, #4
Flagstaft, Az 86001

1220 W. Las Lomitas
Tucson, Arizona 85704
2 April 1985

Phoenix District BLM
2015 W. Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, AZ 85027

Re: Phoenix Wilderness EIS
Gentlemen:
| have been out of the city and unable to forward my statement concerning

the above mentioned EIS and trust | may still be included with the group
that has offered their support.

This is to advise that | support for wilderness designation the following:

#2-01A, Mt. Wilson, 24,821 acres.

#2-187, White Canyon, 6,968 acres.

#2-119, Hell's Canyon, 9,379 acres.

#2-202, Coyote Mountains, 5,080 acres.

#2-2038, Baboquivari Peak, 2,065 acres.

A. 1 likewise recommend the acquiring of additional 3,245 acres
of state land that is east of the WSA to enlarge the size
of this small unit and give added protection to same.

R

I also support full wilderness status for all of the areas in the Lower
Gila South EIS.

=

Sincerkly,

Gene 1. Wendt

GIW/mb
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Response - Letter 93

The economic impacts of each of the
alternatives chosen for study were
identified in the draft RMP/ELS on pages
66-69, 75-77, 81-82, and 86-87. No
significant impacts to the economy of the
Economic Study Area are anticipated from
any of the alternatives analyzed in the
RMP/EIS.
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United States Forest Region 3
Department of Service
Agriculture

517 Gold Avenue, SW
Albuquerque, NM 87102

Mariyn V. Jones, District Manager
Bureau of Land Management
Phoenix District Office

2015 W. Deer Valley Rd.

Phoenix, Arizona 85027

Dear Ms, Jones:

Reply To: 1920

Date:  AFR () 1985

The Southwestern Region has reviewed- the draft EIS for the Resource Management

Plan on the Lower Gila South Area, The Plan is not in conflict with

management of National Forest lands, and we have no comments.

Sincerely,

Wades, 0 Fecghon
JAMES C. OVERBAY
Deputy Reglonal Forester
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Response - 102
102-1 Any activity that is considered

nonimpairing to the existing wilderness
characteristics of a Wilderness Study
Area is allowed.
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A
Marlyn Jones M,\_/ t&,\_w/{/?;t Mﬂ’uﬁ’[

Director Manager /ﬂm Q lﬁ Mﬁ»&‘/

BLM Phoenix District ﬂé—v‘ I At

2015 W. Deer Valley Rd.

Phoenix, AZ 85027 WL]LMI AL fo /f“%z /l/ﬁ*b
/ .

Dear Marlyn: 1,/: P A ,XIM

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter from Mr. and Mrs. W.H. Douglass /Y‘ch W% W/’»‘%’ W

concerning wilderness in the Lower Gila South. Would appreciate your

including their comments in the public record on the proposal. 7 W:“
mféw Seonigle , D1k 74&44% . :

Best wishes. o ‘_é_g
i e hdie
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555 N Pantano Rd,#228 o
April 8,1985

Phoenix District BLM
2015 Deer Valley Rd.
Phoenix, Az, 85027

Gentlemen:

When commercial interests such as mining and oil and gas
extraction overshadow cultural and historic values, our country
is going down the tube. Our grandchildren, yours and mine will
have nothing left to be proud of. When we go to foreign
countries, we see buildings and preserved ruins that are
thousands of years old. The Indian artifacts in this country are
fast disappearing, as are primitive areas which so well describe
our geological heritage. the White Canyon area and Little Horn
Mts/Little Horn Mts West are such areas, and should be preserved.

I urge the BLM to acquire these areas for posterity.

Sincerely yours
, ,//7

/
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Honeywell BLM, PHOENIX DIST. GFF.
PHOENIX, ARIZONA

APR15 1985 -
£.0. BOX 8000 18:910,11121,2,3:4,5,6

HONEYWELL INFORMATION SYSTEMS INC.

PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85068
g2-M ‘
April 8, 1985

Mr. Marlyn V, Jones, District Manager
Bureau of Land Management

Phoenix District Office

2015 W. Deer Valley Road

Phoenix, AZ 85027

Dear Sir:

It is my understanding that on March 12, 1985, BLM held a
Public Hearing on Public Lands, specifically the Lower Gila South
District, I do not have complete information on the agenda
specifics but apparently the question of wilderness status of the
area was debated.

It has been brought to my attention that a member of the
public testifying at the hearing may have represented himself as
speaking for the Honeywell Hikers, a private employee club of
Honeywell, Inc. in Phoenix, Arizona, The Honeywell Hikers nor-
mally do not take sides on public issues although some members
are deeply involved, as private individuals, on both conservation
and recreational issues,

No one from the Honeywell Hikers club was authorized to
represent the club at the March 12th BLM hearing. It would be
appreciated if this position could be attached to the public
record of that meeting.

Please let me know if I can be of any assistance or if you
need more clarification on this matter.

!
@u\ p N
l/\\Q/LV\,
Sven Hedin, President
Honeywell Hikers

SH/cg

cc: B, Holaday
Honeywell, Inc.
P, O. Box 8000 M.S, 768
Phoenix, AZ 85066

HONEYWELL INFORMATION SYSTEMS INC., P. 0. BOX 8000, PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85066, TELEPHONE 602/862-8000
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March 28, 1985

Mr. D. Dean Bibles,

State Director

U.S. Dept. of the Interior
Phoenix District BLM

2015 W. Deer Valley Rd.
Phoenix, AZ 85027

Dear Mr. Bibles,

I understand that your agency is currently considering wilderness
designation for some areas in Arizona. I would like to comment on
your recommendations. I would appreciate your consideration of
these comments before final designations are made.

In your recommendation you say that the White Canyon area is small
and has "moderately favorable" potential for copper production.
Given the well known troubles in our domestic copper industry I
don't think moderately favorable potential warrants the
destruction of part or all of even a small area of what remains of
the wilderness in this country.

Since three sides of the Mt. Wilson area adjoin the Lake Mead
National Recreation Area and given the needed habitat for wildlife
such as the bighorn sheep it seems this area is ideally suited for
designation. You say the area doesn't have "important" wilderness
areas unique to the area. Are we only to preserve areas as
unusual as Yosemite or the Grand Canyon? With the little that
remains, all wilderness areas are unique.

The Coyote Mountains area is also called too small. The area
contains some important archeological areas and great natural
beauty. Who would recommend that we raze Mt. Vernon or Monticello
simply because they cover small areas?

I believe you have recommended wilderness designation for the
Baboquivari Peak area. I strongly concur. While there are many
justifications for the designation, one of the most important is
the religious significance to Papago Indians.

The two Little Horn Mountain areas should also be designated as
wilderness areas. They adjoin the Eagletail Mountains area you
propose to designate and the wildlife in the area already have
enough threats to their survival without shrinking their living
area.

Signal Mountain also adjoins an area currently designated. For

all the good reasons I've already mentioned it should be added.

Does new mineral exploration truly justify making changes we can
never undo?

Finally, I urge you to reconsider your recommendations for the
adjoining North Maricopa and Butterfield Stage Memorial areas.
The mere fact that they are separated by the old stage route does
not support separate consideration for the two. The area is now
in danger of being ruined as a wildlife shelter by powered
vehicles. Wilderness designation would, of course, preserve them
intact.

I hope you will consider my comments favorably. You have a great
responsibility here: decisions made today will affect countless
future generations, and once we make changes to these areas we can
never undo the damage.

Sincerely,

%&M

ames S. Greene
8125 E. Buena Terra Way
Scottsdale, AZ 85253
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Paul and Pamela Bosch

94l W. Main #1038
Mesa, AZ 85201
April 12, 1985

Phoenix District BLM
2015 W. Deer Valley Rd.
Phoenix, AZ 85027

Dear Sirs,

We are writing to urge you to strongly support wilderness
recommendations for those area that have been proposed for
wilderness designation within the Phoenix district. As the
population of the/Phoenix area expands, and as people from
all over the country seek areas of natural beauty for re-
creation and enjoyment, it becomes increasingly important
to protect the remaining wild and scenic areas within the
state.

Many of the proposed wilderness areas contain important
wildlife habitat, areas for hiking, camping, and climbing,
and spectacular scenic beauty, which should be preserved for
the current and future generations. Wilderness designation
also makes good economic sense, since it attracts tourists
to a resource that maintains its quality indefinately, instead
of providing short-term and destructive economic gain.

Some key wilderness study areas that we urge you to help
preserve include those within White Canyon, Mt. Wilson,
Coeyote Mountains, Baboquivari Peak, Little Horn Mountains,
Signal Mountain, and North and South Maricopa Mountains.

Please support recommendations for wilderness in those
areas proposed in both the Phoenix Draft E.I.S. and the
Lower Gila Draft E.I.S.

Thank-you very much for your time and any efforts you
make to preserve what is left of the wilderness in Arizona!

Sincerely,

TRl CBAN

Paul C. Bosch

Dorili) € Breet)

Pamela R. Bosch
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835 E. Orange Grove Rd.

Tucson, Arizona 85718

April 14, 1985

Marlyn V. Jones, District Manager
Bureau Of Land Management

Phoenix District Office

2015 West Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85027

RE: Lower Gila South Planning Area (RMP/EIS)

Dear Mr. Jones:

REAL PROPERTIES DEPARTMENT —

BLM PHOENIX DISTRICT

APR 1985

Southern California Edison Company — __ ., SCE

= ADM

100 LONG BEACH BOULEVARD = ADMIN
LONG BEACH, CALIFORNIA 90801 —0ps

P.0. BOX 410

R.J. JULIFF
MANAGER

oF == P&EA

District Manager Action By
Bureau of Land Management Due Date
Phoenix District Office
2015 W. Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85027

Gentlemen:

NOILVNIQHOOO ANV NOILVLINSNOD - G

This desert of southwestern Arizona contains a rich and interesting SUBJECT: Lower Gila South Planning Area
region of low rugged and picturesque mountains. Its potential use Draft Resource Management Plan/
for wilderness and protection is most deserving as bighorn inhabit Environmental Impact Statement (RMP/EIS)

“i-

much of this region.

I encourage you to give environmental protection through wilderness

designation to the following areas:

Based on our review of the subject RMP Eeport and our current
information, we have the following comments and recommendations
for your consideration.

2-125 New Water Mountains

2-126A Little Horn Mountains West We are pleased to see the recognition by the planning team of
2-127 Little Horn Mountains future corridor needs as an issue in the RMP. Corridor design-
2-128 Eagletail Mountains ation is a critical element of land use planning and is

2-129 East Clanton Hills necessary to insure that routes are available for the orderly
2-136 Face Mountain and efficient development of communication, energy and trans-
2-138 Signal Mountain portation systems to serve the public. We concur with the
2-142/144 Woolsey Peak corridor element of the proposed action alternative; however,
2-157 North Maricopa Mountains 135~1]|we recommend that it be revised to designate that corridors be
2-163 South Maricopa Mountains a minimum of three miles in width.

2-164 Butterfield Stage Memoriai.

2-172 Tabletop Mountains Designation of the corridors described in the Proposed Action

As the west continues to expand, areas such as these which have
wilderness potential will shrink and cease to exist completely.
It is only through efforts such as wilderness designation that
the natural character of the land will remain for future genera-
tions to enjoy.

Sincerely,

Bor Doe

Dan Fischer

will provide the organizations responsible for developing com-
munication, energy, and transportation systems for the public,

a means of providing these services in an economical and depend-
able manner. In addition, a minimum corridor width of three
miles will enable flexibility in siting facilities to avoid
environmentally sensitive areas.

As you may be aware, Edison plans to construct an additional
transmission line paralleling the existing Palo Verde-Devers
500kV T/L. The map (Map 102) shown within the text of the
subject RMP, however, does not indicate the locations of the
corridors in relation to the WSAs, known as 2-125, 2-127 and
2-128. We would, therefore, need to review a combined map with
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alllwilderness designations and utility corridors prior to
making a more definitive statement regarding the availability
of future transmission lines within your designated corridors.

Thank you for inviting our comments. We hope you will give
them your full consideration. If further details are needed,
please contact Mr. J. R. Wilson at (213) 491-2844.

Very trulW

DALE L. WOODWARD
LAND PROJECT SUPERVISOR

JRWilson/djd/

135-1

Response - Letter 135

There are three reasons why our utility
corridors are proposed to be one mile
wide. First, there has not been any
indication that there is enough demand to
justify the designation of three-mile
wide corridors. Secondly, corridor
designations of more than one mile in
width would produce serious resource
conflicts with wildlife habitats,
wilderness study areas, etc. The third
reason for designating one-mile wide
corridors is that these corridors will
directly link up with the corridors being
proposed in the Yuma District BLM.

136

United States Department of the Interior
BUREAU OF MINES

P. 0. BOX 25086
BUILDING 20, DENVER FEDERAL CENTER
DENVER, COLORADO 80225

Intermountain Field Operations Center

April 19, 1985

Memorandum

To: District Manager, Phoenix District Office, Bureau of Land
Management, 2015 W. Deer Valley Road, Phoenix, Arizona 85027

From: Chief, Intermountain Field Operations Center

Subject: Review of Draft Resource Management Plan and Environmental Impact

Statement (RMP/EIS) for the Lower Gila South Planning Area, Arizona

We have reviewed the Lower Gila South Planning Area draft RMP/EIS as you
requested and offer the following comments.

The Bureau of Mines interest in the proposed plan concerns potential impacts

on mineral resources and their development. We consider the overall presenta-

tion of mineral-related data in the report to be excellent. The relative
impacts on mineral exploration and development under each alternative are

clearly stated and easily found in the text. Of the alternatives considered,

the No Action and the Resource Production (No Wilderness) plans are clearly
the most favorable for future mineral development. The Proposed Action,

however, would have less negative impact on minerals than any of the remaining
plans, and, in our opinion, offers a reasonable compromise among the competing

land uses.

The Proposed Action plan recommends four areas (189,750 acres) for inclusion
in the National Wilderness System. Areas favorable for mineral occurrences
have been identified in all four. Generally, areas likely to contain locat-
able minerals or geothermal resources shown in the RMP/EIS agree well with
favorable mineral areas identified by this office during preparation of the
Land Use Restraints on Exploration and Mining (LUREM) report for Arizomna.

Boundary ad justments recommended in the proposed action plan would mitigate

some of the adverse impacts on mineral exploration and development caused by
conflict with existing Wilderness Study Areas (WSA). We suggest similar

ad justments where other favorable mineral areas occur along WSA boundaries.

Although adjustments may not always be possible, such as in the New Water

Mountains WSA where most of the lands favorable for mineral occurrences are
included in a withdrawal application to enlarge the Kofa Game Range, they
should be considered and implemented where feasible.

We have no objections to the document as written.

gillian Cochran

SISNOJS3IH ANV SINIWWOD
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Phoenix District BLM
2015 W. Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, AZ 85027

We would like to 1learn more about the BLM's recommendations for
wilderness designations in Arizona. We heard that White Canyon,
Mt. Wilson, Coyote Mts., Little Horn Mts., Signal Mt., North
Maricopa Mts., Swansea, Trigo Mts., Muggins Mts., East Cactus
Plain were not considered for wilderness areas. We feel that
these areas should be included due to the scenic and unique
wildlife value this areas provide. We are happy that Baboquivari
Peak is considered for wilderness designation and we support
strongly the planned land acquisition to enlarge the wilderness

area.

Please let us know how we can participate in the fate of the
gpectacular wild country we have in Arizona. We would appreciate
more information about the proposed wilderness areas and the

above mentioned areas which were not proposed for wilderness

designation.

Sincerely

Vincent and Barbara Roth
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UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20655

o)
®ommoo X

9,

Mr. William Carter
Phoenix District Office
Bureau of Land Management
2015 W. Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85027

Dear Mr. Carter:

In response to a request from W. Dean Bibbs, Arizona State Office Director,
Bureau of Land Management, we have reviewed the Draft Resource Management
Plan/Environmental Impact Statement for the Lower Gila South RMP/EIS Area.
Our review was directed to whether the action described in the draft
document involved matters within our jurisdiction by Taw or special
expertise or had any impact on NRC licensed facilities.

Our comments are related to the Palo Verde-Devers and Palo Verde-Kyrene
transmission lines associated with the Palo Verde Nuclear Generating
Station (PVNGS) located near Buckeye, Arizona. As shown on Page 5 of the
EIS, portions of these lines traverse BLM lands. We have addressed the
construction and operational environmental impacts of the PVNGS and
transmission line system as part of the NRC licensing review process. We
are pleased to note that BLM proposes to designate one-mile wide corridors
to accommodate existing and new utility systems. The use of existing
corridors for new utility projects should result in fewer environmental
impacts than allowing utility corridor development in new areas. The
discussion of environmental consequences of the proposed action (Chapter
4, page 63) should be expanded to include information on anticipated
impacts to vegetation and wildlife from construction and maintenance of
utitity corridors. A discussion of the impacts of utility corridor
access roads also should be included. To gain a better understanding

of impacts from implementing the utility corridor concept, information

is needed on additional utility projects planned for the 10 one-mile

wide corridors identified on page 4 of the EIS.

Thank you for the opportunity to review the draft document. Please
contact Mr. Edwin Pentecost (FTS 492-8099) if you have questions
concerning our comments.

Sincerely,

Wght, Acting Director

ision Engineering
fice of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Response - Letter 140

Because there are no specific proposals
at this time, it is difficult to
anticipate the actual placement, number,
and types of systems within these
corridors. Without this information it
is not possible to discuss specific
impacts to vegetation, wildlife, etc., in
this document. These impacts will be
addressed during the specific
environmental assessment/EIS for the
individual proposals.

NOILVNIQHJOOO ANV NOILVLINSNOD - §
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DENNIS C. JENNINGS
Box 1498

Wickenbure, AZ 85358
April 19, 1985

Marlyn V., Jones, Manager
Phoenix Distriect

Bureau of Land Management
2015 W. Deer Valley Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85027

Subject: Comments on Lower Gila South RMP/EIS Draft

As a former student of the University of Arizona and
constant searcher for minerals, I would like to comment
on your Lower Gila South RMP/EIS Draft.

I spent much time in the New Water Mountains and considér
them and the area as a hichly mineralized part of Arizona.
Any good geologist will tell you the same thing. It

seems to me to be a crime arainst the public to lock this
area up simply because it is an area of 5,000 acres or more
of sparcely occupied land. My common sense makes me think
you couldn't possibly be foolish enough to do such a thing.

Please return New Water Mountains and the Area to Resource
Production so we can all benefit now and forevert

Very truly yours,

N .-
%Emm U :~~g‘g\\!\\:\/‘~°§)
Dennis C. Jennings

ce: file

o

DOROTHY DEVAULT
P. 0. Box 1498
Wickenbureg, Arizona 85358

April 21, 1985

District Director

~Phoenix Office

Bureau of Land Management
2015 W. Deer Vslley Road
Phoenix, AZ 85027

Reference: LOWER GILA SOUTH New Water Mts.
Eagletail Mountains
Woolsey Peak
Table Top Mountains

Dear Sir:

I agree with the recommendation that a number
of WSA's are unsuitable for wilderness. But thatSnot
all. The above four areas are only wilderness by
virtue of the fact that they are sparcely settled or
developed. We may ha<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>